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FOREWORD 

By  Hon.  Peter  W.  Rodlno,  Jr.,  Chairman, 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary 


On  February  6,  19 7A,  the  House  of  Representatives  adopted  by  a 

vote  of  410-4  the  following  House  Resolution  803: 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  acting  as 
a  whole  or  by  any  subcommittee  thereof  appointed  by  the 
Chairman  for  the  purposes  hereof  and  in  accordance  with 
the  Rules  of  the  Committee,  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  investigate  fully  and  completely  whether  sufficient 
grounds  exist  for  the  House  of  Representatives  to  exer- 
cise its  constitutional  power  to  impeach  Richard  M. 
Nixon,  President  of  the  United  States  of  America.   The 
committee  shall  report  to  the  House  of  Representatives 
such  resolutions,  articles  of  impeachment,  or  other 
recommendations  as  it  deems  proper. 

Beginning  in  November  1973,  acting  under  resolutions  referred  to 
the  Committee  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  and  with  a  special  appropria- 
tion, I  had  begun  to  organize  a  special  staff  to  investigate  serious 
charges  against  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

On  May  9,  1974,  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  convened  the  Committee  for  hearings  to  review  the  results  of  the 
Impeachment  Inquiry  staff's  investigation.   The  staff  began  its  initial 
presentation  the  same  day,  in  executive  session,  pursuant  to  the  Com- 
mittee's Impeachment  Inquiry  Procedures  adopted  on  May  2,  1974. 

By  June  21,  the  Inquiry  staff  had  concluded  its  initial  presen- 
tation. 

On  Jtme  25,  the  Committee  voted  to  make  public  the  Initial  pre- 
sentation including  substantially  all  of  the  supporting  material 
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presented  at  the  hearings.   The  Committee  also  voted  to  make  public  the 
President's  response,  which  was  presented  to  the  Committee  on  June  27 
and  June  28  in  the  same  form  and  manner  as  the  Inquiry  staff's  initial 
presentation. 

Statements  of  information  and  supporting  evidentiary  material 
were  compiled  by  the  Inquiry  staff  in  36  notebooks  and  furnished  in 
this  form  to  each  Member  of  the  Committee.   The  notebooks  presented 
material  on  several  subjects  of  the  Inquiry:   the  Watergate  break- in 
and  its  aftermath,  ITT,  dairy  price  supports,  domestic  surveillance, 
abuse  of  the  IRS,  and  the  activities  of  the  Special  Prosecutors. 

The  staff  also  presented  to  the  Committee  written  reports  on 
President  Nixon's  income  taxes,  Presidential  impoundment  of  funds 
appropriated  by  Congress,  and  the  bombing  of  Cambodia. 

Fifteen  notebooks  were  furnished  to  the  Members  of  the  Committee 
relating  to  the  Watergate  break- in  on  June  17,  1972  and  to  events  fol- 
lowing the  break-in,  through  April  30,  1973.   In  each  notebook  a  state- 
ment of  information  relating  to  a  particular  phase  of  the  investigation 
was  immediately  followed  by  supporting  evidentiary  material,  which  in- 
cluded copies  of  documents  and  testimony  (much  already  on  public  record) , 
transcripts  of  Presidential  conversations  and  affidavits. 

The  fifteen  volumes  related  to  the  Watergate  phase  of  the 
Inquiry  were  divided  into  four  books ,  as  follows : 

Book  I   -  Events  Prior  to  the  Watergate  Break-In 
12/2/71  -  6/17/72 

Book  II  -  Events  Following  the  Watergate  Break-In 
6/17/72  -  2/9/73 
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Book  III  -  Events  Following  the  Watergate  Break-In 

Book  IV  -  Events  Following  the  Watergate  Break- In 
Zmm  -   4/30/73 


Book  I  dealt  with  events  prior  to  the  Watergate  break- in.  Book 
II  dealt  with  allegations  involving  Presidential  interference  with  the 
official  Department  of  Justice  investigation.   Book  III  dealt  with  alle- 
gations concerning  payments  of  "hush"  money  to  Watergate  defendants  to 
insure  their  silence,  offers  of  leniency  and  executive  clemency,  and 
the  instigating  or  making  of  false  statements  to  persons  connected 
with  an  official  investigation  of  Watergate;  Book  III  also  included 
a  chronology  of  events  between  February  9  and  March  22,  1973.   Book 
IV  dealt  with  events  relating  to  the  President's  investigation  of  the 
Watergate  break- in  and  alleged  cover-up  between  March  22  and  April  30, 
1973. 

Every  effort  was  made  to  preclude  inferences  in  the  presentation 
of  this  material.  A  deliberate  and  scrupulous  abstention  from  conclu- 
sions, even  by  implication,  was  observed. 

With  respect  to  the  Presidential  recorded  conversations,  the 
Committee  determined  to  hear  the  recorded  conversations  in  their 
entirety.  The  Presidential  recorded  conversations  were  neither  para- 
phrased nor  summarized  by  the  Inquiry  staff.  Thus,  no  inferences,  or 
conclusions  were  drawn  for  the  Committee.  During  the  course  of  the 
hearings.  Members  of  the  Committee  heard  each  recording  and  simultane- 
ously followed  transcripts  prepared  by  the  Inquiry  staff.   Each  of 
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these  transcripts  is  reprinted  under  the  appropriate  Statement  of 
Information. 

During  the  course  of  the  hearings,  the  Committee  found  it  neces- 
sary to  issue  four  subpoenas  to  President  Richard  Nixon  requiring  tape 
recordings  of  98  Presidential  conversations  as  well  as  all  papers  and 
things  prepared  by,  sent  to,  received  by,  or  at  any  time  contained  in 
the  files  of  H.  R.  Haldeman,  John  D.  Ehrlichman,  Charles  W.  Colson,  John 
Dean,  III,  and  Gordon  Strachan  to  the  extent  that  such  papers  or  things 
related  or  referred  directly  or  indirectly  to  the  break-in  and  electronic 
surveillance  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee  Headquarters  in  the 
Watergate  office  building  during  May  and  June  of  1972  or  the  investiga- 
tions of  that  break-in  by  the  Department  of  Justice,  the  Senate  Select 
Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign  Activities,  or  any  other  legislative, 
Judicial,  executive  or  administrative  body,  including  members  of  the 
White  House  staff. 

The  Committee  also  subpoenaed  the  President's  daily  diaries  (logs 
of  Presidential  meetings,  telephone  calls,  and  other  activities)  for  the 
periods  April  through  July  1972,  February  through  April  1973,  July  12 
through  July  31,  1973  and  October  1973. 

In  response  to  these  subpoenas,  the  President  furnished  only 
edited  White  House  transcripts  of  31  of  the  subpoenaed  conversations 
between  March  17  and  April  18,  1973.   These  edited  transcripts  were 
stommarized  by  the  Inquiry  staff  and  made  a  part  of  the  evidentiary 
material  presented  to  the  Committee.   To  the  extent  that  the  President 
declined  to  comply  with  the  Committee's  subpoenas  and  produce  the 
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requlred  material,  the  record  of  the  Committee  now  made  public  in  these 
volumes  is  incomplete. 

In  a  few  instances,  Ranking  Minority  Member  Mr.  Hutchinson  and 
I  determined,  pursuant  to  authority  granted  us  by  the  Committee,  to 
defer  the  release  of  evidentiary  material  or  to  delete  it  for  one  of 
the  following  reasons : 

1)  Because  the  public  interest  in  making  the  material  public  was 
outweighed  by  the  potential  prejudice  to  the  rights  of  defendants  under 
indictment  and  awaiting  trial. 

2)  Because  the  information  was  classified  or  otherwise  required 
confidential  treatment , 

3)  Because  the  material  was  only  marginally  pertinent  and  was 
considered  to  be  defamatory,  degrading  or  embarrassing,  or, 

4)  Because  the  material  was  not  pertinent  to  Presidential 
responsibility  within  the  outer  limits  of  an  impeachable  offense  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Constitution. 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  is  working  to  follow  faithfully 
its  mandate  "to  investigate  fully  and  completely"  whether  or  not  suf- 
ficient grounds  exist  to  recommend  that  the  House  exercise  its  constitu- 
tional power  of  impeachment . 

I  believe  that  the  readers  of  these  volumes  will  see  that  the 
Committee's  primary  effort  in  carrying  out  its  mandate  has  been  to  ob- 
tain an  objective,  impartial  presentation  which  will  enable  each  Member 
of  the  Committee  to  make  an  informed  judgment  in  fulfilling  his  or  her 

constitutional  responsibility. 
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I  also  believe  that  the  publication  of  the  record  of  these  hear- 
ings will  provide  readers  with  a  clear  idea  of  the  particulars  of  the 
investigation  and  that  the  proximity  of  the  evidence  will  assure  them 
that  no  statement  of  information  is  offered  without  supporting  eviden- 
tiary material. 
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INTRODUCTORY  NOTE 

The  material  contained  in  this  volume  is  presented  in  two  sec- 
tions.  Section  1  contains  a  statement  of  information  footnoted  with 
citations  to  evidentiary  material.   Section  2  contains  the  same  state- 
ment of  information  followed  by  the  supporting  material. 

Supporting  material  consists  of  information  obtained  at  hearings 
before  the  Senate  Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign  Activities; 
information  developed  in  executive  session  by  other  Congressional  com- 
mittees; information  furnished  to  the  Committee  by  the  Grand  Jury  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  by  other  grand  juries;  information  fur- 
nished to  the  Committee  by  government  agencies;  transcripts  of  tape 
recordings  of  conversations  among  President  Nixon  and  his  key  associates 
prepared  by  the  Committee  staff;  information  furnished  to  the  Committee 
by  the  President,  the  Executive  Departments  of  the  Government,  the 
Special  Prosecutor,  and  other  information  obtained  by  the  Committee, 
much  of  which  was  already  on  the  public  record. 

Each  page  of  supporting  evidence  is  labeled  with  the  footnote 
number  and  a  description  of  the  document  or  the  name  of  the  witness 
testifying.   Copies  of  entire  pages  of  documents  and  testimony  are 
included,  with  brackets  around  the  portions  pertaining  to  the  state- 
ment of  Information.   Markings  on  the  documents  include  item  numbers 
and  receipt  stamps  of  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  and  other  agencies 
from  which  the  Committee  received  material. 


(XI) 


-2- 


In  a  few  instances,  names  of  persons  In  sensitive  positions 
have  been  deleted  from  documents  at  the  request  of  the  CIA,  FBI  and 
other  investigative  agencies.   Some  documents  contained  deletions  when 
the  Committee  received  them. 

In  the  citation  of  sources,  the  following  abbreviations  are 
used:   "SSC"  for  Senate  Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign 
Activities;  "SJC"  for  Senate  Judiciary  Committee;  and  "HJC"  for  House 
Judiciary  Committee. 
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1.      On  March  22,  1973  from  1:57  to  3:43  p.m.  there  was  a  meeting 

among  the  President,  John  Mitchell,  H.  R.  Haldeman,  John  Ehrlichman 

and  John  Dean.  The  following  is  an  index  to  certain  of  the  subjects 

discussed  in  the  course  of  that  meeting: 

TRANSCRIPT  PAGE 

Nature  and  purpose  of  a  written  report  on 

Watergate- related  matters  to  be  drafted  22-33,  52-53, 

by  John  Dean.  57,  74-75 

White  House   contacts  with  the  Senate 

Select  Committee,  and  discussion  of  the  7-19,  27-32,  35, 

activities  of  that  Committee.  46-51,  58-61,  64-68 

White  House   position  on  doctrine  of 

executive  privilege,  and  possible  14,  19-21,  32-44, 

changes  in  that  position.  62,  64,  67-69,  76 

White  House  relationship  to  future  Grand 

Jury  investigations.  56-58 

Reference  to  White  House  approach  to 

disclosure  as  "modified  limited  hang  out" 

and  other  discussion  relating  to  disclosure.       70-74,  81-82,  86 


Page 

1.1   Tape  recording  of  meeting  among  the  President, 
John  Mitchell,  H.  R.  Haldeman,  John  Ehrlichman 
and  John  Dean,  March  22,  1973,  1:57  -  3:43  p.m., 
and  House  Judiciary  Committee  transcript  there- 
of    108 

1^2   W-  R«  Haldeman  notes,  March  22,  1973  (received 

from  Watergate  Grand  Jury) 212 
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2.      On  March  22,  1973,  during  the  meeting  specified  In  the  preceding 
paragraph,  the  President  telephoned  Attorney  General  Kleindlenst  and 
spoke  to  him  from  2:19  to  2:26  p.m.  According  to  the  White  House  log 
of  meetings  and  conversations  between  the  President  and  the  Attorney 
General,  except  for  the  President's  cabinet  meeting  on  March  9,  the 
last  previous  meeting  or  conversation  between  the  President  and  Attorney 
General  Kleindlenst  occurred  on  March  1,  1973.  The  President  directed 
Kleindlenst  to  be  the  Administration's  contact  with  Senator  Howard 
Baker  in  connection  with  the  hearings  to  be  conducted  by  the  Senate 
Select  Committee.  He  asked  Kleindlenst  to  give  Senator  Baker  "guidance," 
to  be  "our  Baker  handholder,"  to  "babysit  him,  starting  in  like,  like 
ten  minutes." 
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2.1  Tape  recording  of  meeting  among  the  President, 
John  Mitchell,  H.  R.  Halderaan,  John  Ehrlichman 
and  John  Dean,  March  22,  1973,  1:57  -  3:43  p.m., 
and  House  Judiciary  Committee  transcript  there- 
of   214 

2.2  Meetings  and  conversations  between  the  President 
and  Richard  Kleindlenst,  March  22,  1973  (received 

from  White  House) 215 
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3.      On  the  morning  of  March  23,  1973  Judge  John  Sirica  read  in  open 
court  a  letter  that  James  McCord  had  written  on  March  19,  1973.   The 
letter  alleged  in  part  that  political  pressure  to  plead  guilty  and 
remain  silent  had  been  applied  to  the  defendants  in  the  Watergate  trial; 
that  perjury  had  occurred  during  the  trial;  and  that  others  involved  in 
the  Watergate  operation  were  not  identified  when  they  could  have  been 
by  those  testifying.  At  this  time.  Judge  Sirica  deferred  final  sentenc- 
ing of  all  defendants  except  Gordon  Liddy.   Judge  Sirica  stated  that  in 
imposing  sentence  he  would  weigh  as  a  factor  the  defendants'  cooperation 
with  the  ongoing  Watergate  investigations. 
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3.1  United  States  v.  Liddy  docket,  March  23,  1973, 

28-29 218 

3.2  United  States  v.  Liddy  transcript  of  proceedings, 

March  23,  1973,  2-6,  33-40 220 
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4.      On  the  morning  of  March  23,  1973  members  of  the  press  attempted 
to  question  John  Dean  regarding  Patrick  Gray's  testimony  at  his  confirma- 
tion hearings  on  the  previous  day  that  Dean  "probably  lied"  when  he  told 
FBI  agents  on  June  22,  1972  that  he  did  not  know  whether  Howard  Hunt  had 
a  White  House  office.  Later  In  the  morning  of  March  23  Dean  was  Informed 
by  Paul  O'Brien,  an  attorney  for  CRP,  that  a  letter  from  James  McCord  to 
Judge  Sirica  had  been  read  In  open  court.  Dean  has  testified  that  he 
then  telephoned  Ehrlichman  to  inform  him  of  McCord' s  letter  and  that 
Ehrlichman  stated  he  had  already  received  a  copy.   In  the  early  after- 
noon of  March  23  the  President  telephoned  Dean  from  Key  Blscayne.  Dean 
has  testified  that  the  President  told  him,  "Well,  John,  you  were  right 
in  your  prediction."  Dean  has  testified  that  the  President  suggested 
that  Dean  and  his  wife  go  to  Camp  David  and  get  some  relaxation,  and 
that  Dean  analyze  the  situation  and  report  back  to  him. 

Page 

4.1  John  Dean  testimony,  3  SSC  1002-03 236 

4.2  L.  Patrick  Gray  testimony,  SJC,  Gray  Nomination 
Hearings,  March  22,  1973,  671 238 

4.3  Meetings  and  conversations  between  the  President 
and  John  Dean,  March  23,  1973  (received  from 

White  House) 239 
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5.      On  March  23,  1973  the  President  telephoned  Patrick  Gray  at 
1:11  p.m.  According  to  the  President's  logs  the  last  time  the  President 
had  spoken  to  Gray  was  on  February  16,  1973.  Gray  has  testified  that 
he  cannot  remember  the  President's  precise  words,  but  that  the  call  was 
a  "buck  up  call"  in  which  the  President  told  Gray  that  he  knew  the 
beating  Gray  had  taken  at  his  confirmation  hearing;  that  it  was  very 
unfair;  and  that  there  would  be  another  day  to  get  back  at  their 
enemies.  Gray  has  testified  that  he  remembered  distinctly  that  the 
President  said  to  him,  "You  will  remember,  Pat,  I  told  you  to  conduct 
a  thorough  and  aggressive  investigation."  Gray  also  has  testified 
that  from  March  21  on  he  received  no  order  from  the  President  or  anyone 
implementing  a  Presidential  directive  to  get  all  the  facts  with  respect 
to  the  Watergate  matter  and  report  them  directly  to  the  President. 
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6.      On  March  23,  1973  the  President  met  with  H.  R.  Haldeman  in  Key 
Biscayne,  Florida  from  1:25  to  1:45  p.m.  and  from  2:00  to  6:30  p.m. 
Haldeman  has  testified  that  on  March  23  the  President  told  him  that  he 
had  been  informed  about  the  McCord  letter  and  its  contents ,  and  that 
the  President  asked  Haldeman  to  call  Charles  Colson  to  ask  if  Colson 
had  ever  offered  Howard  Hunt  clemency  or  had  any  conversation  with 
Hunt  about  clemency.  Haldeman  telephoned  Colson  some  time  before 
2:15  p.m.  on  March  23  and  asked  what  commitment  Colson  had  made  to 
Howard  Hunt  with  respect  to  the  commutation  of  his  sentence.  Colson 
reported  to  Haldeman  on  this  matter.  Immediately  after  this  conver- 
sation Colson  dictated  a  memorandum  of  the  conversation  for  the  file. 
Colson' s  memorandum  states,  in  part,  that  he  told  Haldeman  that  he 
made  no  representations  nor  used  any  one  else's  name  in  the  conversation; 
that  he  had  only  told  Hunt's  lawyer  that  as  long  as  he  was  around  he 
would  do  anything  he  could  to  help  Hunt.  Colson 's  memorandum  states 
that  Haldaman  asked  what  would  happen  if  Hunt  "blew"  and  that  Colson 
replied  that  "it  would  be  very  bad"  and  that  Hunt  "would  say  things 
that  would  be  very  damaging."  Colson' s  memorandum  states  that  Haldeman 
replied,  "then  we  can' I  let  that  happen." 
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7.      According  to  Colson's  memorandum  to  the  file  regarding  the 
telephone  conversation  between  Colson  and  Haldeman  described  in  the 
preceding  paragraph,  Haldeman  also  questioned  Colson  about  a  telephone 
conversation  Colson  had  had  with  Magruder.  Colson  reported  to  Haldeman 
that  one  night  in  January  or  February  1972  Hunt  and  Liddy  had  come  to 
Colson's  office,  and  Hunt  had  stated  that  Liddy  had  some  excellent  plans 
and  ideas  for  intelligence  and  counterintelligence  which  he  had  not 
been  able  to  have  approved  at  CRP.   Colson  told  Haldeman  that  without 
learning  of  the  details  of  the  plan  or  endorsing  the  plan,  Colson  had 
telephoned  Magruder,  had  asked  Magruder  to  advise  Liddy  whether  he 
was  going  to  be  used  in  the  campaign,  and  had  told  Magruder  that  Hunt 
was  a  good  man  and  that  his  ideas  should  be  considered.  Colson  told 
Haldeman  that  Magruder  had  assured  Colson  that  the  plan  would  be  con- 
sidered. Haldeman  told  Colson  that  Magruder  might  not  remember  the 
conversation  the  same  way  and  that  Magruder  thought  Colson  had  told 
him  to  start  Liddy 's  operation.  Haldeman  also  told  Colson  that  the 
reason  for  Haldeman 's  call  was  to  help  decide  whether  all  White  House 
aides  should  volunteer  immediately  to  go  before  the  Grand  Jury  waiving 
all  privilege.  Haldeman  said  he  was  concerned  that  the  President  not 
appear  to  be  covering  up. 
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8.      On  the  afternoon  of  March  23,  1973  Dean  and  his  wife  went  to 
Camp  David,  Maryland.   The  White  House  compilation  of  meetings  and 
conversations  between  the  President  and  John  Dean  indicate  that  the 
President  spoke  by  telephone  with  Dean  at  Camp  David  from  3:28  to  3:44 
p.m.   Dean  has  testified  that  after  the  operator  said  that  the  President 
was  calling  Haldeman  came  on  the  line  and  said  that  while  Dean  was  at 
Camp  David  he  should  spend  some  time  writing  a  report  on  everything  he 
knew  about  Watergate.   Dean  has  testified  that  when  he  asked  whether 
the  report  was  for  internal  or  public  use  Haldeman  said  that  would  be 
decided  later.   Haldeman  has  testified  that  Dean  had  been  told  to  write 
a  report  prior  to  the  time  he  left  for  Camp  David. 
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9.      Between  March  23  and  March  28,  1973  John  Dean  stayed  at  Camp 
David  and  attempted  to  prepare  a  report  on  matters  relating  to  the 
break- in  at  the  DNC  headquarters  and  the  investigation  of  the  break-in. 
A  draft  of  portions  of  a  report  was  prepared  by  Dean,  and  partially 
typed.   It  related  certain  events  before  and  after  the  Watergate 
break-in.   The  draft  report  made  no  reference  to  Dean's  meetings  with 
the  President  or  to  any  statements  or  actions  by  the  President.  Dean 
has  testified  that  during  his  stay  at  Camp  David  he  decided  that  he 
would  have  to  think  of  some  way  for  the  President  to  get  out  in  front 
of  the  matter  and  that,  during  a  telephone  conversation  with  Haldeman, 
he  discussed  the  creation  of  an  independent  Warren-type  commission.   On 
March  28,  1973  Haldeman  called  Dean  and  requested  that  he  return  to 
Washington  to  meet  with  Mitchell  and  Magruder. 
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10,     On  March  26,  1973  the  Los  Angeles  Times  reported  that  James 
McCord  had  told  investigators  for  the  Senate  Select  Committee  that  both 
John  Dean  and  Jeb  Magruder  had  prior  knowledge  of  the  break-in  at  the 
DNC  headquarters.   On  this  same  morning,  H.  R.  Haldeman,  who  was  with 
the  President  in  Key  Biscayne,  Florida  called  Dean  at  Camp  David.   They 
discussed  Dean's  recollection  of  facts  relating  to  the  authorization 
of  the  Liddy  Plan.   Haldeman  has  testified  that  he  asked  Dean  if  he 
would  have  any  problems  if  the  President  announced  that  day  that  he  was 
requesting  that  Dean  go  to  the  grand  jury  without  immunity;  Dean  replied 
that  he  would  have  no  problem  with  appearing  before  the  grand  jury,  but 
that  his  testimony  concerning  the  number  and  purpose  of  the  meetings 
among  Dean,  John  Mitchell,  Gordon  Liddy  and  Magruder  would  conflict 
with  the  testimony  previously  given  by  Magruder;  Dean  stated  that  there 
were  other  areas  of  concern,  such  as  payments  to  the  defendants  by 
Kalmbach,  the  $350,000,  the  Hunt  threat,  and  Colson's  talk  about  helping 
Hunt.   Following  his  telephone  call  with  Dean,  Haldeman  met  with  the 
President.   Haldeman  has  testified  that  the  President  decided  to  drop 
his  plan  to  announce  that  Dean  would  be  requesting  an  appearance  immedi- 
ately before  the  grand  jury.   Haldeman  has  testified  that  the  problem  was 
that  Dean  had  not  really  sorted  out  the  facts  at  that  point  and  it  was 
not  appropriate  for  him  to  go  to  the  grand  jury. 
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11.     On  March  26,  1973  the  President,  in  the  presence  of  H.  R. 
Haldeman,  instructed  Ronald  Ziegler,  his  press  secretary,  to  express 
the  President's  confidence  in  John  Dean.   Ziegler  announced  publicly 
on  that  day  that  the  President  had  "absolute  and  total"  confidence  in 
Dean. 
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12.     March  26,  1973  John  Dean  telephoned  Jeb  Magruder  and  Dean  made 
a  recording  of  the  conversation.  Dean  has  testified  that  at  Haldeman's 
suggestion  he  telephoned  Magruder  and  taped  this  conversation.   Magruder 
acknowledged  that  the  Los  Angeles  Times  story  stating  that  Dean  had 
prior  knowledge  of  the  break- in  was  a  "bum  rap"  for  Dean.   There  was 
also  discussion  about  the  number  and  purpose  of  meetings  among  John 
Mitchell,  Gordon  Liddy,  Magruder  and  Dean.  Magruder  told  Dean  that 
Magruder  had  testified  that  there  had  been  "one  meeting,  not  two,"  and 
that  the  purpose  of  the  meeting  was  to  go  over  the  general  framework 
of  the  job  of  CRP  general  counsel. 
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13.     On  March  26,  1973  the  District  of  Columbia  United  States 
Attorney's  office  filed  in  open  court  a  motion  for  an  order  compelling 
Gordon  Liddy  to  testify  under  a  grant  of  immunity  before  the  grand  jury 
investigating  the  Watergate  break-in.  As  of  March  27,  1973  Judge  Sirica 
granted  leave  to  proceed  forthwith  with  grand  jury  interrogation  of 
Howard  Hunt  and  other  of  the  convicted  Watergate  defendants.   From 
March  28,  1973  through  April  5,  1973  hearings  were  held  in  open  court 
and  orders  were  entered  compelling  Howard  Hunt,  Gordon  Liddy  and  the 
remaining  Watergate  defendants  to  testify  before  the  grand  jury  under 
grant  of  immunity. 
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14.     On  March  27,  1973  Jeb  Magruder  met  with  John  Mitchell  in  New 
York  City  and  discussed  the  potential  of  Magruder' s  being  brought  before 
the  grand  jury  on  a  perjury  count.  Magruder  has  testified  that  he 
received  from  Mitchell  assurances  respecting  continued  salary  and  that 
they  discussed  executive  clemency.  Mitchell  has  testified  that  with 
respect  to  support,  he  told  Magruder  that  he  "was  a  very  outstanding 
young  man  and  1  liked  and  1  worked  with  and  to  the  extent  that  I 
could  help  him  in  any  conceivable  way,  I  would  be  delighted  to  do  so." 
Mitchell  has  testified  that  he  did  not  make  any  promises  of  executive 
clemency.  During  the  conversation,  Magruder  asked  for  a  meeting  with 
Haldeman. 
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15.     On  March  27,  1973  the  President  met  from  11:10  a.m.  to  1:30  p.m. 
with  John  Ehrlichman  and  from  11:35  a.m.  to  1:35  p.m.  with  H.  R.  Haldeman. 
Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  at  this  meeting  the  President  directed  him 
to  contact  Attorney  General  Kleindienst.   The  President  has  stated  that 
on  March  27,  1973  he  directed  that  Kleindienst  be  told  to  report  directly 
to  the  President  anything  he  found  in  the  Watergate  area.   The  President 
has  produced  an  edited  transcript  of  this  conversation  and  a  summary  of 
that  transcript  has  been  prepared. 
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16.     On  March  28,  1973  Mitchell  and  Haldeman  met  with  Magruder  in 
Haldeman's  office.  They  discussed  Magruder's  false  testimony  regarding 
the  approval  of  the  Liddy  Plan.  Haldeman  telephoned  Dean  and  requested 
that  he  return  from  Camp  David  to  meet  with  Mitchell  and  Magruder.  Dean 
has  testified  that  on  his  return  he  went  directly  to  Haldeman's  office; 
that  Haldeman  told  him  that  Mitchell  and  Magruder  were  waiting  in  another 
office  to  discuss  with  Dean  his  knowledge  of  the  Jantiary  and  February 
1972  meetings  in  Mitchell's  office;  that  Dean  said  he  would  not  lie 
about  those  meetings;  and  that  Haldeman  said  he  did  not  want  to  get 
into  it  but  Dean  should  work  it  out  with  Mitchell  and  Magruder.  Dean 
met  with  Mitchell  and  Magruder.  Following  the  meeting,  both  Mitchell 
and  Dean  reported  to  Haldeman  that  there  was  a  problem  as  to  what  the 
facts  were  regarding  the  1972  meetings. 
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17.     On  March  28,  1973  John  Ehrlichman  telephoned  Attorney  General 
Kleindlenst  on  the  President's  Instructions  and  asked  Kleindienst  a 
series  of  questions  which  the  President  had  dictated  and  which  Ehrlich- 
man had  hand  written  on  a  piece  of  paper.   Ehrlichman,  during  the  con- 
versation, told  Kleindienst  that  the  President  directed  him  to  tell  the 
Attorney  General  that  the  best  information  he  had  or  has  is  that  neither 
Dean,  Haldeman,  Colson  nor  Ehrlichman  nor  anybody  in  the  White  House 
had  any  prior  knowledge  of  the  Watergate  burglary  and  that  the  President 
was  counting  on  the  Attorney  General  to  provide  him  with  any  informa- 
tion to  the  contrary  and  to  contact  him  direct.   Ehrlichman  also  told 
the  Attorney  General  that  serious  questions  were  being  raised  with 
regard  to  John  Mitchell  and  the  President  wanted  the  Attorney  General 
to  communicate  to  him  any  evidence  or  inferences  on  that  subject. 
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18.     On  August  22,  1973  the  President  publicly  stated  that  on  the 
29th  of  March  he  directed  Ehrlichman  to  continue  the  investigation  that 
Dean  was  unable  to  conclude. 
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19.     On  March  29,  1973  a  report  of  James  McCord's  testimony  at  an 
executive  session  In  the  Senate  Select  Committee  on  March  28,  1973 
appeared  in  the  national  press.   The  report  said,  among  other  things, 
that  McCord  testified  that  he  had  been  told  that  John  Mitchell,  Charles 
Colson,  John  Dean  and  Jeb  Magruder  had  prior  knowledge  of  the  Water- 
gate bugging  operation. 
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20.     On  Au^^st  15,  1973  the  President  stated  that  when  he  learned  on 
March  30,  1973  that  Dean  had  been  unable  to  complete  his  report  he 
instructed  Ehrlichman  to  conduct  an  independent  inquiry  and  to  bring 
all  the  facts  to  him.   On  March  30  the  President  met  with  John  Ehrlichman 
and  Ronald  Ziegler  from  12:02  to  12:18  p.m.  According  to  the  White  House 
edited  transcript  of  this  meeting,  the  only  subject  discussed  was  a  draft 
statement  to  be  issued  by  Ziegler  at  a  press  briefing.   Ehrlichman  has 
testified  that  at  the  noon  meeting  the  President  directed  him  to  conduct 
an  inquiry  into  the  Watergate  matter.   Ehrlichman  has  testified  that 
the  President  said  he  was  satisfied  John  Dean  was  in  this  Watergate 
activity  so  deeply  that  he  simply  could  not  any  longer  have  anything  to 
do  with  it;  that  the  President  needed  to  know  about  executive  privilege 
and  the  attorney-client  privilege;  that  the  President  needed  someone 
to  set  strategy  with  regard  to  testifying  at  the  Committee  and  the  grand 
jury  and  other  places;  and  that  the  President  needed  the  truth  about  the 
Watergate  matter. 
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21.     On  March  30,  1973  at  12:30  p.m.  Ehrlichman  met  with  Fielding, 
Dean's  assistant.  Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  he  had  directed  Fielding 
to  deliver  Dean's  personnel  records  to  Ehrlichman  and  to  brief  Ehrlich- 
man about  allegations  that  Dean  had  been  dismissed  by  a  law  firm  because 
of  unethical  conduct.  At  3:00  p.m.  on  March  30,  1973  Ehrlichman  and 
the  President  flew  to  San  Clemente,  where  Haldeman  joined  them  on  April 
1,  1973.   They  remained  in  San  Clemente  until  April  8,  1973.  While 
they  were  at  San  Clemente,  Ehrlichman  had  a  long  distance  telephone 
conversation  with  Dean  in  which  they  discussed  the  allegations  that 
Dean  had  been  involved  In  unethical  conduct. 
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22.     On  March  30,  1973  Ronald  Zlegler  stated  In  a  press  briefing 
that  no  one  in  the  White  House  had  any  involvement  in  the  Watergate 
matter.   Ziegler  also  annoimced  that  the  President  reiterated  his 
instructions  that  any  member  of  the  White  House  staff  would  appear 
before  the  grand  jury  if  called  to  answer  questions  regarding  that 
individual's  alleged  knowledge  or  possible  involvement  in  the  Water- 
gate matter. 
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23.     On  March  30,  1973  John  Dean,  after  consultation  with  his 
attorney,  Thomas  Hogan,  retained  Charles  Shaffer,  an  attorney  in  the 
criminal  law  field.   That  day  Dean  met  with  Hogan  and  Shaffer  and  dis- 
cussed the  break- in  at  the  DNC  headquarters  and  the  events  that  followed. 
Haldeman  has  testified  that  Dean  had  indicated  earlier  that  he  might 
retain  a  private  attorney  so  that  Dean  —  and,  through  him,  the  President 
—  could  consult  an  attorney  familiar  with  criminal  law  on  the  impli- 
cations of  some  of  Dean's  concerns.   On  the  afternoon  of  April  2,  1973 
Dean's  lawyers  began  a  series  of  meetings  with  the  Watergate  prosecutors. 
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24.     On  March  30,  1973  newspaper  reports  stated  that  Robert  Relsner, 
former  Administrative  Assistant  to  Jeb  Magruder  at  CRP,  was  to  be  sub- 
poenaed by  the  staff  of  the  SSC.  Magruder  has  testified  that  he  realized 
that  his  story  about  his  1972  meetings  with  Mitchell,  Dean  and  Liddy 
would  not  hold  up.  Magruder  realized,  among  other  things,  that 
the  SSC  had  begun  an  investigation  and  Relsner,  who  knew  about  the 
meetings  and  who  had  previously  been  missed  by  the  prosecutors,  would 
be  gotten  to.   On  March  31,  1973  Magruder,  who  previously  had  been 
represented  by  the  attorneys  for  CRP,  retained  James  Blerbower  as  his 
personal  attorney. 
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25.     On  April  2,  1973  Ronald  Ziegler  issued  a  public  statement 
criticizing  the  Senate  Select  Committee  as  being  plagued  by  irresponsible 
leaks  of  tidal  wave  proportions.   Ziegler  stated  that  the  White  House 
intended  to  cooperate  with  the  Committee  but  called  on  Senator  Ervin  to 
get  his  own  disorganized  house  in  order  so  that  the  investigation  could 
go  forward  in  a  proper  atmosphere  of  traditional  fairness  and  due  process. 
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26.     On  April  4,  1973  Dean  told  Haldeman  that  his  lawyers  had  met 
privately  with  the  prosecutors. 
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27.     On  April  5,  1973  L.  Patrick  Gray  called  the  President  and 
requested  that  his  nomination  as  permanent  Director  of  the  FBI  be  with- 
drawn.  According  to  Gray,  the  President  told  him  that  this  was  a 
bitter  thing  to  have  happened  to  Gray  and  there  would  be  a  place  for 
Gray  in  the  Nixon  administration.  The  President  informed  Gray  that 
he  wanted  him  to  serve  as  Acting  FBI  Director  until  a  successor  was 
confirmed.   In  a  public  statement  issued  by  the  President  on  April  5, 
1973  announcing  the  withdrawal  of  Gray's  name,  the  President  praised 
Gray  and  stated  that  his  compliance  with  Dean's  completely  proper 
and  necessary  request  for  FBI  reports  exposed  Gray  to  totally  unfair 
innuendo  and  suspicion. 
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28.     On  April  5,  1973  John  Ehrllchman  met  in  San  Clemente,  California 
with  Paul  O'Brien.  According  to  Ehrllchman,  O'Brien  had  asked  to  meet 
with  H.  R.  Haldeman  to  transmit  some  information  to  the  President. 
According  to  Ehrllchman' s  testimony  and  notes,  O'Brien  told  him  that 
he  had  obtained  information  from  Jeb  Magruder  and  others  concerning, 
among  other  things,  Magruder 's  and  Mitchell's  Involvement  in  meetings 
in  which  the  Liddy  Plan  for  electronic  surveillance  with  a  budget  of 
$100,000  to  $250,000  was  outlined;  Magruder's  testimony  concerning  the 
number  of  meetings  among  John  Mitchell,  Gordon  Liddy,  John  Dean  and 
Magruder;  Magruder's  claim  that  Charles  Colson  called  him  urging  that 
the  program  go  forward;  Magruder's  claim  that  Gordon  Strachan  came  to 
him  and  said  the  President  wants  this  project  to  go  on;  payments  that 
had  been  made  to  the  defendants  and  their  attorneys;  and  possible 
offers  or  commitments  regarding  executive  clemency  to  Liddy,  Howard 
Hunt  and  James  McCord.  O'Brien  told  Ehrllchman  that  neither  Magruder 
nor  Mitchell  were  Inevitably  hung  and  that  Dean  was  the  key  problem. 
Ehrllchman' 8  notes  also  state  "must  close  ranks,"  "JNM  will  tough  it 
out,"  "H  must  bring  Jeb  up  short"  and,  written  below  "Jeb,"  "shut  up" 
and  "stop  seeing  people."  After  this  meeting  Ehrllchman  met  with  the 
President.  Ehrllchman  has  testified  that  he  reported  to  the  President 
after  he  had  talked  to  O'Brien. 
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29.     On  April  6,  1973  Ehrlichman  met  with  Kalmbach  in  the  Bank  of 
America  parking  lot  in  San  Clemente,  California.   Ehrlichman 's  notes 
dictated  after  the  meeting  reflect  a  discussion  of  Kalmbach 's  activities 
in  raising  and  disbursing  money  for  the  Watergate  defendants.   Kalmbach 
told  Ehrlichman  that  he  had  retained  the  services  of  an  attorney,  Paul 
O'Connor. 


Page 

29.1  John  Ehrlichman  log,  April  6,  1973  (received 

from  SSC) 532 

29.2  John  Ehrlichman  testimony,  7  SSC  2752,  2768,  2773...   533 

29.3  John  Ehrlichman  notes  of  April  6,  1973  meeting 
with  Herbert  Kalmbach,  SSC  Exhibit  No.  100,  7  SSC 

2947 536 


(34) 


30.     On  April  8,  1973  Dean  started  to  meet  with  the  prosecutors. 
While  meeting  with  the  prosecutors.  Dean  received  a  call  from  Air  Force 
One  from  Haldeman's  assistant  Lawrence  Higby,  who  asked  Dean  to  be  in 
Ehrlichman's  office  that  afternoon  for  a  meeting.   Ehrllchman  and 
Haldeman  met  with  Dean  from  5:00  until  7:00  p.m.  There  was  a  discus- 
sion of  the  possibility  of  a  grand  jury  appearance  by  Dean.   Ehrllch- 
man has  testified  that  they  discussed,  among  other  things,  what  this 
"hang  up"  was  between  Mitchell  and  Dean  and  Dean's  feeling  that 
Mitchell  did  not  want  Dean  to  talk  to  the  prosecutors  or  appear  before 
the  grand  Jury.   Ehrlichman  has  also  testified  that  the  President 
decided  on  the  flight  that  he  wanted  Dean  to  go  to  the  grand  jury,  and 
that  Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman  conveyed  that  to  Dean  at  the  meeting. 
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31.     On  April  8,  1973,  from  7:33  to  7:37  p.m.,  the  President  and 
John  Ehrlichman  spoke  by  telephone.   The  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  that  conversation.   A  summary  has  been  prepared 
of  that  transcript. 
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32.     On  April  11,  1973  Attorney  General  Klelndlenst  had  a  conversation 
with  Assistant  Attorney  General  Petersen.  Kleindienst  told  Petersen 
that  Ehrlichman  had  Just  called  to  tell  Kleindienst  that  he  did  not  £eel 
that  any  White  House  aides  should  be  granted  immunity. 
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33.     On  or  about  April  12,  1973  Ehrlichman  met  with  Haldeman's 
assistant  Gordon  Strachan.  Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  Strachan  said 
that  he  had  Just  returned  from  the  grand  jury  and  that  upon  leaving  the 
grand  jury  room  he  had  realized  that  the  testimony  he  had  given  was 
mistaken  with  respect  to  the  amount  of  money  he  had  delivered  to  Fred 
LaRue.  Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  he  advised  Strachan  to  get  an 
attorney  and,  subject  to  the  attorney's  advice,  to  tell  the  prosecutor 
that  he  had  made  a  mistake  in  his  testimony. 
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34.     On  April  12,  1973  the  President  telephoned  Charles  Colson  at 
7:31  p.m.  and  asked  Colson  to  prepare  a  specific  set  of  recommendations 
with  respect  to  the  Watergate  matter.   The  following  day  Colson  met  with 
Ehrlichman  twice.   At  the  second  meeting  Colson  was  accompanied  by  his 
lawyer.   Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  at  the  second  meeting  Colson  said 
that  he  understood  that  Howard  Hunt  would  testify  before  the  grand  jury 
that  the  second  break-in  at  the  Watergate  was  opposed  by  Hunt  but  that 
Liddy  said  to  Hunt  that  they  couldn't  call  it  off  because  they  were  doing 
it  on  Mitchell's  order;  that  Hunt  would  testify  about  the  transmittal 
of  funds  to  the  Watergate  defendants;  and  that  McCord  was  making  alle- 
gations about  a  trip  to  Las  Vegas  by  Hunt,  McCord  and  possibly  Liddy  to 
break  into  the  safe  of  Hank  Greenspun  in  a  project  masterminded  by  Colson. 
Colson  has  stated  that  he  recommended  to  Ehrlichman,  among  other  things, 
that  the  President  take  steps  to  expose  those  involved  in  the  planning, 
approving  or  authorizing  of  the  Watergate  break-in. 
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34. 6  John  Ehrlichman  notes  of  April  13,  1973  meeting 
with  Charles  Colson  and  David  Shapiro,  SSC  Exhibit 

No.  98,  7  SSC  2933-36 603 
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35.     On  April  13,  1973,  the  day  Magruder  began  meeting  with  the 
prosecutors,  Lawrence  Higby,  staff  assistant  to  Haldeman,  had  two 
telephone  conversations  with  Magruder  which  were  taped  without  Magruder 's 
knowledge.   Higby  asked  Magruder  whether  his  testimony  was  going  to 
be  damaging  to  Strachan  and  Haldeman.  Magruder  said  it  would  damage 
Strachan  but  he  had  not  talked  to  Haldeman  about  the  Watergate  until  long 
after.   Higby  told  Magruder  that  it  wasn't  in  his  long  or  short  term 
interest  to  blame  the  White  House.   On  April  14,  1973  Ehrlichman  and 
Haldeman  reported  these  conversations  to  the  President.   Ehrlichman  told 
the  President  that  Higby  had  handled  Magruder  so  well  that  Magruder  had 
closed  all  his  doors  now  with  this  tape;  that  the  tape  would  beat  the 
socks  off  Magruder  if  he  ever  got  off  the  reservation. 
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36.     On  April  14,  1973  the  President  met  with  Ehrlichman  from 
8:55  to  11:31  a.m.  and  with  Haldeman  from  9:00  to  11:30  a.m.  At  this 
meeting  the  President  instructed  Ehrlichman  to  meet  with  Mitchell.   The 
President  was  advised  that  the  grand  jury  was  focusing  on  the  Watergate 
aftermath.   There  was  a  discussion  of  payments  to  the  Watergate  defen- 
dants and  of  the  transfer  of  $350,000  from  Strachan  to  LaRue  to  be  used 
for  payments  to  the  defendants. 

In  response  to  the  Judiciary  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape 
recording  and  other  evidence  of  this  conversation,  the  President  has 
produced  an  edited  transcript  of  that  recording.  A  summary  of  that 
transcript  has  been  prepared. 
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37.     On  the  afternoon  of  April  14,  1973  Dean,  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman 
met  in  Ehrlichman 's  office.   Dean  has  testified  that  there  was  a  dis- 
cussion of  whether  Haldeman,  Ehrlichman,  Dean,  Mitchell,  Colson  and 
others  would  be  indicted. 
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38.     On  April  14,  1973,  at  1:30  p.m.,  Haldeman  had  a  telephone 
conversation  with  Magruder  and  taped  the  conversation.  Magruder  told 
Haldeman  that  he  had  committed  perjury  many  times;  that  he  had  now 
decided  to  follow  his  lawyer's  advice  and  make  a  full  disclosure  to 
the  grand  jury;  that  his  testimony  would  put  Gordon  in  a  spot;  and  that 
he  intended  to  plead  guilty. 
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39.     On  April  14,  1973,  at  the  President's  request,  Ehrlichman  met 
with  Mitchell  from  1:40  to  2:10  p.m.   Ehrlichman  told  Mitchell  that 
the  President  had  instructed  him  to  talk  to  Mitchell  and  say  not  to  hold 
back  on  account  of  the  Presidency.   Mitchell  said  that  he  was  going  to 
stay  where  he  was  because  he  was  too  far  out.  Mitchell  said  that  he 
got  euchred  into  it  by  not  paying  attention  and  that  the  whole  genesis 
of  this  thing  was  at  the  White  House.   Mitchell  told  Ehrlichman  that 
Dean  had  been  caught  in  the  middle  like  so  many  others  who  were  trying 
to  keep  the  lid  on  until  after  the  election  and  trying  to  keep  the  lid 
on  all  the  other  things  that  had  gone  on  at  the  White  House.   Magruder's 
pending  disclosures  to  the  prosecutors  were  also  discussed.  Mitchell 
told  Ehrlichman  that  some  of  the  White  House  fund  had  been  used  to  make 
payments  to  the  defendants,  with  Haldeman's  approval,  prior  to  the  return 
of  the  money  to  Fred  LaRue. 
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40.     On  April  14,  1973  the  President  met  with  Haldeman  from  1:55  to 
2:13  p.m.   Haldeman  reported  to  the  President  on  his  telephone  conver- 
sation with  Magruder.   These  was  a  discussion  of  what  Haldeman  and  Strachan 
would  say  if  Magruder  testified  that  he  had  sent  Gemstone  materials  to 
Strachan. 

In  response  to  the  Committee'  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  this  conversation,  the  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  that  recording.   A  summary  of  that  transcript 
has  been  prepared. 
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41.     On  April  14,  1973  the  President  met  with  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman 
from  2:24  to  3:55  p.m.  At  this  meeting  Ehrlichman  reported  on  his  meeting 
with  Mitchell.   There  was  a  discussion  of  the  motive  for  the  payments  to 
the  defendants  and  the  transfer  of  the  $350,000  from  the  White  House  to 
the  Committee  for  the  Re-election  of  the  President.   The  President  instructed 
Ehrlichman  to  meet  with  Magruder.   There  was  a  discussion  whether  it 
would  reduce  the  likelihood  of  Department  of  Justice  follow-up  if  Ehrlich- 
man gave  a  report  to  Kleindienst  rather  than  Silbert. 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  this  conversation,  the  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  that  recording.  A  summary  of  that  transcript  has 
been  prepared. 


Page 

41.1  President  Nixon  daily  diary,  April  14,  1973, 

Exhibit  19,  In  re  Grand  Jury.  Misc.  47-73 778 

41.2  House  Judiciary  Conmittee  staff  summary  of  Vrtiite 
House  edited  transcript  of  a  meeting  among  the 
President,  H.R.  Haldeman  and  John  Ehrlichman, 

April  14,  1973,  2:24-3:55  p.m 781 


(47) 


A2.   On  April  14,  1973  John  Ehrlichman  met  with  Jeb  Magruder  and 
his  attorneys.   Ehrlichman  informed  Magruder  and  his  attorneys  that  . 
he  was  conducting  an  investigation  for  the  President.   Magruder  and 
his  attorneys  discussed  with  Ehrlichman  the  information  which  Magruder 
had  disclosed  to  the  prosecutors  earlier  that  day  to  the  effect  that 
at  a  meeting  in  Key  Biscayne  Mitchell,  LaRue  and  Magruder  had  partici- 
pated in  an  express  and  specific  approval  of  the  plan  to  break,  into  and 
bug  the  DNC  headquarters  and  to  bug  McGovem  headquarters  and  the 
Fontainebleau  headquarters  of  the  Democratic  Convention. 
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43.     On  April  14,  1973  the  President  met  with  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman 
from  5:15  to  6:45  p.m.   Ehrlichman  reported  to  the  President  on  his 
meeting  with  Magruder  and  his  attorneys.   The  President  instructed 
Haldeman  to  give  Strachan  a  report  of  Magruder 's  testimony.   There  was 
a  discussion  of  the  motive  for  the  payments  to  the  defendants. 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  this  conversation,  the  President  has  produced 
an  edited  transcript  of  that  recording.  A  summary  of  that  transcript 
has  been  prepared. 
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44.     On  April  14,  1973,  at  approximately  6:00  p.m.  and  during  the 
meeting  specified  in  the  preceding  paragraph,  Ehrlichman  telephoned 
Kleindienst.   Ehrlichman  told  Kleindienst  that  he  had  been  conducting 
an  investigation  for  the  President.   There  was  a  discussion  of  what 
Ehrlichman  should  do  with  the  information  he  had  uncovered.   Kleindienst 
has  testified  that  Ehrlichman  told  him  that  the  testimony  that  Magruder 
had  given  to  the  U.  S.  Attorneys  would  implicate  people  high  and  low  in 
the  White  House  and  in  the  campaign  committee.   The  President  has  produced 
an  edited  transcript  of  this  conversation.  According  to  this  transcript 
Ehrlichman  stated  that  the  information  provided  by  Magruder  implicated 
people  up  and  down  in  the  Committee  to  Re-elect;  and,  when  Kleindienst 
asked  who  Magruder  implicated  besides  himself  and  Mitchell,  Ehrlichman 
answered  Dean,  LaRue,  Mardian  and  Porter. 
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45.       On  April  14,  1973  the  President  had  a  telephone  conversation  with 
Haldeman  from  11:02  to  11:16  p.m.   There  was  a  discussion  of  what  would  be 
said  to  Strachan  about  the  information  Magruder  was  giving  to  the  prosecu- 
tors.  There  was  also  a  discussion  about  the  motive  for  making  payments  to 
the  defendants. 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  this  conversation,  the  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  that  recording.  A  summary  of  that  transcript  has 
been  prepared. 
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A6.     On  April  14,  1973,  from  11:22  to  11:53  p.m.,  the  President  had 
a  telephone  conversation  with  John  Ehrlichraan.   There  was  a  discussion 
of  what  Ehrlichman  would  say  to  Colson  and  Strachan  about  his  conver- 
sation with  Magruder,  and  what  Ehrlichman  would  say  to  Dean  about  a  plan 
to  deal  with  obstruction  of  justice  allegations.   There  was  also  a  dis- 
cussion of  whether  Haldeman  should  be  dismissed. 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  this  conversation,  the  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  that  recording.  A  summary  of  that  transcript  has 
been  prepared. 
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47.     During  the  evening  of  April  14,  1973  Petersen  was  briefed  by 
the  prosecutors  on  the  information  furnished  by  Dean  and  Magruder. 
Petersen  telephoned  Kleindienst  and  arranged  to  report  to  him  immediately. 
On  April  15,  1973  Kleindienst  met  at  his  home  with  Petersen,  United  States 
Attorney  Titus,  and  chief  prosecutor  Silbert  from  approximately  1:00  a.m. 
to  5:00  a.m.   Kleindienst  was  briefed  on  evidence  implicating  high 
White  House  and  CRP  officials  in  the  Watergate  break-in  and  the  obstruc- 
tion of  the  government's  investigation.   Kleindienst  decided  to  arrange 
a  meeting  with  the  President  that  morning. 
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48.     On  April  15,  1973  at  8:41  a.m.  Kleindienst  attempted  to  reach 
the  President  by  telephone  to  request  an  immediate  meeting.   The  President 
returned  Kleindienst 's  call  at  10:13  a.m.  and  agreed  to  meet  Kleindienst 
that  afternoon. 
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49.     On  April  15,  1973  John  Ehrlichman  met  with  Gordon  Strachan  from 
approximately  10:00  a.m.  to  10:35  a.m.  and  11:15  a.m.  to  noon.   They 
discussed  Strachan 's  recollection  of  his  contacts  with  Magruder  and 
Haldeman  relating  to  Watergate.   Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  he  con- 
fronted Strachan  with  Itegruder's  allegation  about  sending  Strachan  a 
budget  which  included  specific  reference  to  bugging,  and  that  Strachan 
said  that  he  was  sure  he  had  never  seen  anything  like  that.   Ehrlichman 's 
notes  of  his  meeting  with  Strachan  reflect  a  reference  to  a  memorandum 
from  Strachan  to  Haldeman  stating  a  sophisticated  intelligence  operation 
is  going  with  a  300  budget. 
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50.       On  April  15,  1973  the  President  met  with  John  Ehrlichman  from 
10:35  to  11:15  a.m.   Ehrlichman  reported  that  he  was  meeting  with  Strachan. 
There  was  a  discussion  of  the  motive  for  payments  to  the  defendants  and 
of  what  Dean's  defense  might  be  to  obstruction  of  justice  charges. 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  that  conversation,  the  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  the  recording.  A  summary  of  that  transcript  has  been 
prepared. 
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51.     On  April  15,  1973  the  President  met  with  Attorney  General  Kleln- 
dlenst  from  1:12  to  2:22  p.m.  In  the  President's  EOB  office.  Kleindlenst 
reported  to  the  President  on  the  evidence  against  Mitchell,  Dean,  Haldeman, 
Ehrlichnan,  Magruder,  Colson  and  the  others.  Kleindlenst  has  testified 
that  the  President  appeared  dumbfounded  and  upset  when  Kleindlenst  told 
him  about  the  Watergate  involvement  of  AdBiinistration  officials,  and  that 
the  President  did  not  state  that  he  had  previously  been  given  this  infor- 
mation by  John  Dean.  The  President  asked  about  the  evidence  against 
Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  and  made  notes  on  Kleindlenst 's  response.  There 
was  a  discussion  of  the  payments  to  the  defendants  and  what  motive  had 
to  be  proved  to  establish  criminal  liability.  There  was  discussion  of 
the  transfer  of  $350,000  from  the  White  House  to  LaRue.  The  President 
made  a  note:  "What  will  LaRue  say  he  got  the  350  for?" 

The  Committee  has  subpoenaed  the  tape  recording  and  other  evidence 
of  this  conversation.  The  President  has  stated  that  the  tape  on  the 
recorder  for  his  EOB  office  ran  out  during  his  afternoon  meeting  with 
Kleindlenst.  The  President  has  produced  an  edited  transcript  of  a 
recording  of  a  portion  of  the  conversation.  A  summary  of  that  transcript 
has  been  prepared. 
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52.     On  April  15,  1973  from  2:24  to  3:30  p.m.  the  President  met  with 
Ehrllchman  In  the  President's  EOB  office.   From  3:27  to  3:44  p.m.  the 
President  spoke  to  Haldeman  by  telephone  and  discussed  conflicts  between 
the  recollections  of  Magruder  and  Strachan  concerning  conversations 
about  Watergate.   At  3:48  p.m.  the  President  returned  a  telephone  call 
from  Kleindienst  and  agreed  to  have  Petersen  join  their  upcoming  meeting. 

In  response  to  the  Comnittee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  the  President's  meeting  with  Ehrllchman,  his 
telephone  conversation  with  Haldeman,  and  his  telephone  conversation 
with  Kleindienst,  the  President  has  produced  edited  transcripts  of  the 
recordings  of  the  Haldeman  and  Kleindienst  telephone  calls.   Summaries 
of  those  transcripts  have  been  prepared.   The  President  has  stated  that 
the  tape  on  the  recorder  for  his  EOB  office  had  run  out  during  his 
afternoon  meeting  of  April  15,  1973  with  Kleindienst  and  that  no  further 
conversations  in  that  office  were  recorded. 
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53.     On  April  15,  1973  Petersen  and  Klelndlenst  met  with  the  President 
from  4:00  to  5:15  p.m.  in  the  President's  EOB  office.  Petersen  has  testi- 
fied that  he  reported  on  the  Information  that  the  prosecutors  had  received 
from  Dean  and  Magruder  and  that  his  report  included  the  following:   that 
Mitchell  had  approved  the  $300,000  budget  for  the  Llddy  "gemstone"  oper- 
ation; that  budget  information  for  "gemstone"  and  summaries  of  intercepted 
conversations  were  given  to  Strachan  and  that  information  given  to  Strachan 
was  for  delivery  to  Haldeman;  that  if  the  prosecutors  could  develop 
Strachan  as  a  witness,  "school  was  going  to  be  out  as  far  as  Haldeman 
was  concerned";  that  Ehrllchman  through  Dean  Informed  Llddy  that  Hunt 
should  leave  the  coxintry;  and  that  Ehrllchman  had  told  Dean  to  "deep  six" 
certain  information  recovered  by  Dean  from  Hunt's  office.  Petersen  has 
also  testified  that  he  recommended  that  Haldeman  and  Ehrllchman  be  dis- 
missed, but  Dean  be  retained  while  cooperating  with  the  prosecutors. 
Petersen  has  testified  that  the  President:   exhibited  a  lack  of  shock 
and  emotion;  spoke  well  of  Haldeman  and  Ehrllchman;  suggested  that  Dean 
and  Magruder  were  trying  to  exculpate  themselves;  suggested  a  cautionary 
approach  to  the  granting  of  immunity;  stated  that  he  had  first  learned 
that  there  were  more  significant  problems  than  he  had  anticipated  on  March 
21,  1973,  although  he  did  not  tell  Petersen  what  Dean  had  told  him  on  that 
date;  stated  that  he  had  told  Dean  to  write  a  report  but  that  Dean  had 
been  unable  to  write  a  report;  stated  that  he  told  Ehrllchman  to  conduct 
an  investigation  after  Dean  failed  to  deliver  his  report;  stated  that 
Haldeman  and  Ehrllchman  had  denied  the  charges  against  them;  and  requested 
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that  Petersen  reduce  to  writing  what  he  had  said  to  the  President  about 
Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman. 

The  Committee  has  subpoenaed  the  tape  recording  and  other 
evidence  regarding  this  conversation.   The  President  has  stated  that 
the  tape  on  the  recorder  for  his  EOB  office  ran  out  during  his  afternoon 
meeting  with  Kleindienst. 
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5A.     On  April  15,  1973  the  Watergate  prosecutors  interviewed  John 
Dean.  The  prosecutors  were  informed  that  Gordon  Liddy  and  E.  Howard 
Hunt  had  participated  in  the  break-in  at  the  office  of  Daniel  Ellsberg's 
psychiatrist.  Dean  stated  that  not  all  the  material  from  Hunt's  safe 
had  been  turned  over  to  FBI  agents  after  the  Watergate  break- in,  but 
that  certain  materials  from  the  safe  were  personally  handed  by  Dean  to 
Gray. 
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55.     On  April  15,  1973  at  approximately  7:30  p.m.,  Ehrlichman  requested 
a  meeting  with  Dean.   Dean's  attorney  discussed  this  request  with  Petersen 
who  advised  against  such  a  meeting.   Dean  arranged  to  have  the  President 
told  that  Dean  was  acting  out  of  loyalty  to  the  President  and  that  Dean 
felt  the  meeting  requested  by  Ehrlichman  was  inappropriate  at  this  time. 
The  President  telephoned  Petersen  and  spoke  with  him  from  8:14  to  8:18  p.m. 
and  from  8:25  to  8:26  p.m.   Petersen  told  the  President  about  Ehrlichman's 
request  to  meet  with  Dean.   The  President  asked  if  Petersen  would  have  any 
objection  to  the  President's  meeting  with  Dean.  Petersen  said  he  had  no  objec- 
tion.  The  President  arranged  to  meet  with  Dean  that  evening. 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  the  President's  telephone  conversations  with 
Petersen,  the  President  has  produced  edited  transcripts  of  the  recordings. 
A  summary  of  these  transcripts  has  been  prepared. 
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56.     On  April  15,  1973  from  9:17  to  10:12  p.m. ,  the  President  met 
with  John  Dean  In  the  President's  EOB  office.  Dean  has  testified  that 
he  reported  to  the  President  that  he  had  been  to  the  prosecutors;  that 
the  President  asked  him  tibout  Haldeman's  knowledge  of  the  Llddy  plans; 
that  the  President  stated  he  had  been  joking  when  he  said  It  would  be 
easy  to  raise  $1  million  to  pay  for  maintaining  the  silence  of  the 
Watergate  defendants;  and  that  the  President  said  In  a  nearly  Inaudible 
tone  that  he  had  been  foolish  to  discuss  Htmt's  clemency  with  Colson. 
Dean  also  has  testified  that  he  told  the  President  he  had  not  discussed 
with  the  prosecutors  his  conversations  with  the  President  and  that  the 
President  told  him  that  he  could  not  tell  the  prosecutors  about  national 
security  matters  or  about  any  of  the  conversations  between  the  President 
and  Dean.  Dean  has  testified  that  the  nature  of  the  President's  questions 
led  him  to  think  that  the  President  was  taping  the  conversation.   The 
President's  notes  of  this  meeting  Indicate  that  the  President  asked 
Dean  what  he  had  told  Kalmbach  about  the  purpose  of  the  money  and  that 
Dean  said  he  had  briefed  Haldeman  and  Ehrllchman  every  Inch  of  the  way. 
During  this  meeting  the  President  telephoned  Petersen  from  9:39  to  9:41 
p.m.  and  Instructed  Petersen  to  contact  Llddy 's  attorney  and  tell  him 
that  the  President  wanted  Llddy  to  tell  everything  he  knows. 

The  President  has  stated  that  the  tape  on  the  recorder  for  his 
EOB  office  ran  out  on  the  afternoon  of  April  15,  1973.  In  response  to 
the  Conmlttee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording  and  other  evidence  of  his 
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telephone  conversation  with  Petersen,  the  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  that  recording.   A  summary  of  that  transcript 
has  been  prepared. 
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57.     On  April  15,  1973  from  10:16  to  11:15  p.m.  the  President  met  with 
H.  R.  Haldeman  and  John  Ehrllchman  in  the  President's  EOB  office.  During 
this  meeting  Ehrllchman  at  the  President's  request  telephoned  Patrick 
Gray  and  discussed  the  documents  taken  from  Hunt's  White  House  safe  and 
given  to  Gray  by  Dean  in  June  1972.  Shortly  thereafter  Ehrllchman  tele- 
phoned Gray  and  had  a  second  conversation  regarding  the  contents  of  Hunt's 
safe.  Ehrllchman  told  Gray  that  Dean  had  told  the  prosecutors  that  he 
had  delivered  two  of  Hunt's  files  to  Gray.  Gray  told  Ehrllchman  that  he 
had  destroyed  the  documents. 
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58.     On  April  15,  1973,  from  11:45  to  11:53  p.m.,  the  President  had 
a  telephone  conversation  with  Henry  Petersen.   The  President  told  Petersen 
that  he  had  met  with  Dean.  There  was  also  a  discussion  of  whether  the 
President  should  ask  Dean,  Haldeman  and  Ehrllchman  to  resign.  Petersen 
has  testified  that  the  President  told  him  that  Dean  had  given  the 
President  basically  the  same  Information  which  Dean  had  previously 
given  to  the  prosecutors. 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  that  conversation,  the  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  the  recording.   A  summary  of  that  transcript  has 
been  prepared. 
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59.     On  April  16,  1973  from  8:18  to  8:22  a.m.  the  President  had  a 
telephone  conversation  with  John  Ehrllchraan.  Ehrllchman  has  testified 
that  the  President  stated  he  was  going  to  ask  Dean  to  resign  or  take  a 
leave  of  absence  because  Dean  apparently  continued  to  have  access  to 
White  House  files  and  because  the  President  and  Dean  then  had  basically 
an  adversary  relationship.  From  9:50  to  9:59  a.m.  the  President  met 
with  Haldeman  and  Ehrllchman.  There  was  a  discussion  of  what  the  Presi- 
dent would  say  to  Dean  and  of  what  statement  might  be  released  to  the 
press . 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  the  conversation  between  the  President,  Haldeman 
and  Ehrllchman,  the  President  has  produced  an  edited  transcript  of  the 
recording.  A  summary  of  that  transcript  has  been  prepared. 
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60.     On  April  16,  1973  the  President  met  with  John  Dean  from  10:00  to 
10:40  a.m.  The  following  Is  an  Index  to  certain  of  the  subjects  discussed 
In  the  course  of  that  meeting: 


President's  request  that  Dean  submit  a 
letter  of  resignation  or  a  request  for 
a  leave  of  absence,  and  discussion  of 
other  resignations. 

March  21,  1973  conversation  among  the 
President,  Dean  and  Haldeman,  and  what 
Dean  should  say  about  that  conversation. 

Whether  the  President  would  waive 
executive  privilege. 

How  events  after  the  break-In  and  after 
March  21  would  be  described. 

What  Induced  Magruder  to  talk  and  the 
President's  desire  to  take  credit  for 
Magruder' s  cooperation. 

President's  statements  to  Dean  that 
Dean  should  tell  the  truth. 

Executive  clemency. 

President's  statement  that  Dean  was 
still  his  counsel. 

What  should  be  done  about  legal 
problems  of  White  House  aides. 
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34-35;  44 
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38 

38-42;  45-51 
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60.1  President  Nixon  daily  diary,  April  16,  1973, 

Exhibit  21,  In  re  Grand  Jury.  Misc.  A7-73 1143 

60.2  Drafts  of  two  letters  to  the  President  dated 
April  16,  1973,  SSC  Exhibit  No.  34-49, 

3  SSC  1314-15 1146 

60.3  Tape  recording  of  a  conversation  between  the 
President  and  John  Dean,  April  16,  1973,  10:00  - 
10:40  a.m.,  and  House  Judiciary  Committee 
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61.     On  April  16,  1973  from  10:50  to  11:0A  a.m.  the  President,  H.  R. 
Haldeman  and  John  Ehrllchnan  met.   The  President  reported  on  his  meeting 
with  Dean.   There  was  a  discussion  of  a  "scenario"  of  events  after  the 
President  became  aware  that  there  were  some  discrepancies  between  what 
he  had  been  told  by  Dean  in  the  report  that  there  was  nobody  in  the 
White  Hotise  involved. 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  that  conversation,  the  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  that  recording.  A  summary  of  that  transcript  has 
been  prepared. 
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Exhibit  21,  In  re  Grand  Jury.  Misc.  47-73 1204 

61.2  House  Judiciary  Committee  staff  summary  of 
White  House  edited  transcript  of  a  meeting 
among  the  President,  H.R.  Haldeman  and  John 
Ehrlichman,  April  16,  1973,  10:50  -  11:04  a.m 1207 
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62.     On  April  16,  1973  from  12:00  to  12:31  p.m.   the  President  met 
with  H.  R.  Haldeman.   There  was  a  discussion  of  what  Haldeman  might 
state  publicly  about  his  involvement  in  the  transfer  of  cash  from  the 
White  House  to  CRP. 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  that  conversation,  the  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  the  recording.  A  stimmaxy  of  that  transcript  has 
been  prepared. 
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62.1  President  Nixon  daily  diary,  April  16,  1973, 

Exhibit  21,  In  re  Grand  Jury.  Misc.  47-73 1214 

62.2  House  Judiciary  Committee  staff  summary  of 
White  House  edited  transcript  of  a  meeting 
between  thic  President  and  H.R.  Haldeman, 

April  16,  1973,  12:00  -  12:31  p.m 1217 
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63.     On  April  16,  1973  from  1:39  to  3:25  p.m.  the  President  met  with 
Henry  Petersen.   Ronald  Ziegler  was  also  present  from  2:25  to  2:52  p.m. 
During  this  meeting  Petersen  gave  the  President  a  report  on  the  investi- 
gation and  a  written  memorandum  sximmarizlng  the  prosecutors '  evidence  as 
of  that  time  implicating  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman.  There  was  discussion 
of  whether  the  President  should  ask  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  to  resign. 
In  response  to  the  Conmlttee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  that  conversation,  the  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  the  recording.  A  summary  of  that  transcript  has 
been  prepared. 
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64.    On  April  16,  1973  from  3:27  to  4:04  p.m.  the  President  met  with 
John  Ehrlichman  and  Ronald  Ziegler.   There  was  a  discussion  of  the  infor- 
mation furnished  by  Henry  Petersen. 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  that  conversation,  the  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  the  recording.  A  summary  of  that  transcript  has 
been  prepared. 
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65.     On  April  16,  1973  from  4:07  to  4:35  p.m.  the  President  met  with 
John  Dean.   The  following  is  an  index  to  certain  of  the  subjects  discussed 
during  that  conversation: 
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Presidential  statement  in  regard 

to  Watergate.  1-3,  15,  18,  26 

Haldeman,  Ehrlichman  and  Dean's 
continued  presence  on  the  White 
House  staff.  3-7,  24-25 
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Senate  Select  Committee  and  the 
failure  of  "containment"  during 
the  past  nine  months.  22-24 
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65.2  Letter  from  John  Dean  to  the  President, 

April  16,  1973,  SSC  Erfiibit  No.  34-50,  3  SSC  1316 1270 

65.3  Tape  recording  of  a  conversation  between  the 
President  and  John  Dean,  April  16,  1973,  4:07  - 
4:35  p.m.,  and  House  Judiciary  Committee 

transcript  thereof 1271 


(77) 


66.     On  April  16,  1973  from  8:58  to  9:14  p.m.  the  President  spoke 
by  telephone  with  Henry  Petersen.  Petersen  gave  the  President  a  report. 
The  President  said  he  would  not  pass  the  Information  on  because  he 
knew  the  rules  of  the  Grand  Jury. 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  that  conversation,  the  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  the  recording.  A  summary  of  that  transcript  has 
been  prepared. 
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66.1  House  Judiciary  Committee  staff  summary  of  White 
House  edited  transcript  of  a  telephone  conversation 
between  the  President  and  Henry  Petersen,  April  16, 

1973,  8:58  -  9:14  p.m 1298 

66.2  President  Nixon  daily  diary,  April  16,    1973, 

Exhibit  21,   In  re  Grand  Jury,  Misc.    47-73 1304 
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67.     On  April  17,  1973  from  9:47  to  9:59  a.m.  the  President  met  with 
H.  R.  Haldeman.   The  President  instructed  Haldeman  to  tell  Kalnbach  that 
LaRue  was  talking  freely.  There  was  discussion  of  the  problem  raised  by 
Dean's  efforts  to  get  immunity. 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  that  conversation,  the  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  the  recording.  A  summary  of  that  transcript  has 
been  prepared. 
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68,     On  or  about  April  17,  1973  John  Ehrlichnan  had  telephone  conver- 
sations with  Charles  Colson,  White  House  aide  Ken  Clawson,  and  former 
CRP  campaign  director  Clark  MacGregor.   Ehrllchman  asked  Colson  and 
Clawson  about  their  recollections  regarding  Dean's  allegations  that 
Ehrllchman  had  told  Dean  to  destroy  documents  from  Hunt's  safe  and  to 
order  Hunt  to  leave  the  country.  During  the  course  of  their  conver- 
sation, Colson  and  Ehrllchman  discussed  nailing  Dean  by  seeing  that 
he  not  get  Imaunlty.   Each  of  these  conversations  was  tape  recorded 
by  Ehrllchman. 
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69.     On  April  17,  1973  at  10:26  a.m.  Gray  met  with  Petersen  in  Gray's 
office.   Gray  has  testified  that  he  admitted  to  Petersen  that  he  had 
received  files  from  Dean  in  Ehrlichman's  office  and  told  Petersen  that 
he  had  burned  the  files  without  reading  them.   Petersen  told  Gray  that 
the  assistant  U.  S.  attorneys  would  want  him  before  the  grand  jury. 
During  the  afternoon  of  April  17  Petersen  told  the  President  that  Gray 
had  admitted  destroying  documents  he  received  from  Dean. 
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69 . 3  Henry  Petersen  testimony ,  9  SSC  3624-26 1335 
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between  the  President  and  Henry  Petersen  from 
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70.     On  April  17,  1973  from  12:35  to  2:20  p.m.  the  President  met  with 
H.  R.  Haldeman  and  John  Ehrlichman.   Ronald  Zlegler  joined  the  meeting 
from  2:10  to  2:17  p.m.   There  was  a  discussion  about  what  to  do  about 
Dean  and  what  Dean  might  say  if  he  were  fired;  about  the  motive  for 
making  payments  to  the  defendants;  about  what  Strachan  would  say  con- 
cerning intelligence  material  received  from  Magruder;  and  about  whether 
Dean  had  reported  to  the  President  in  the  summer  of  1972.  There  was 
also  discussion  of  a  press  plan. 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  that  conversation,  the  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  the  recording.  A  summary  of  that  transcript  has 
been  prepared. 
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President,  H.R.  Haldeman,  John  Ehrlichman,  and 

Ronald  Zlegler,  April  17,  1973,  12:35  -  2:20  p.m 1350 
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71.     On  April  17,  1973  from  2:39  to  2:40  p.m.  the  President  had  a 
telephone  conversation  with  John  Ehrlichman.  There  was  a  discussion 
of  what  the  President  would  say  to  Petersen  about  immunity  for  top 
White  House  staff  members. 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  that  conversation,  the  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  the  recording.  A  summary  of  that  transcript  has 
been  prepared. 
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71.2  House  Judiciary  Coramlttee  staff  summary  of 
White  House  edited  transcript  of  a  telephone 
conversation  between  the  President  and  John 
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(83) 


72.     On  April  17,  1973  from  2:46  to  3:49  p.m.  the  President  met  with 
Henry  Petersen.   There  was  a  discussion  about  whether  Petersen  had 
passed  grand  jury  Information  to  Dean  and  about  whether  Dean  would  be 
granted  Immunity.   The  President  read  to  Petersen  a  proposed  press 
statement  and  Petersen  stated  the  difficulties  which  would  be  posed 
by  a  statement  that  the  President  opposed  granting  Immunity  to  high 
White  House  officials.  Petersen  told  the  President  that  Gray  had 
admitted  receiving  from  Ehrllchman  and  Dean  doctnnents  unrelated  to 
Watergate  taken  from  Hunt's  safe.  Petersen  said  that  Gray  said  he  had 
burned  these  documents  without  reading  them. 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  that  conversation,  the  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  the  recording.  A  summary  of  that  transcript  has 
been  prepared. 
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72.2  House  Judiciary  Connnittee  staff  summary  of 
White  House  edited  transcript  of  a  meeting 
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73.     On  April  17,  1973  from  3:50  to  4:35  p.m.  the  President  met  with 
H.  R.  Haldeman,  Ronald  Ziegler  and  John  Ehrlichman.  The  President 
described  his  conversation  with  Petersen.  There  was  a  discussion  of 
whether  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  should  take  leaves  of  absence.  The 
President  went  over  the  text  of  the  statement  he  was  about  to  give. 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  that  conversation,  the  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  the  recording.  A  summary  of  that  transcript  has 
been  prepared. 
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74.     On  April  17,  1973  from  4:42  to  4:45  p.m.  the  President  Issued  a 
public  statement  containing  two  announcements.   The  President  first 
announced  that  White  House  personnel  would  appear  before  the  Senate 
Select  Committee,  but  would  reserve  the  right  to  assert  executive 
privilege  during  the  course  of  questioning.  He  then  reported  that  on 
March  21  he  had  begun  Intensive  new  Inquiries  Into  the  whole  Watergate 
matter  and  that  there  had  been  major  developments  In  the  case.  The 
President  stated  he  had  expressed  to  the  appropriate  authorities  his 
view  that  there  should  be  no  Immunity  from  prosecution  for  present 
or  former  high  Administration  officials.   The  President  said  that 
those  still  In  government  would  be  suspended  If  Indicted  and  discharged 
If  convicted. 
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75.       On  April  17,  1973  the  President  met  in  his  EOB  office  with 
William  Rogers  from  5:20  to  6:19  p.m.  and  with  H.  R.  Haldeman  and  John 
Ehrlichman  from  5:50  to  7:14  p.m.   The  President  briefed  Rogers  on  his 
investigation  and  his  discussion  with  Petersen.   There  was  a  discussion  of 
whether  Haldeman,  Ehrlichman  and  Dean  should  resign  and  of  Dean's  testimony 
against  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman.  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  reported  on 
their  conversation  with  John  Wilson,  a  defense  attorney  in  criminal  cases 
who  had  been  recommended  by  Rogers.  There  was  a  discussion  of  what 
Dean  had  told  Kalmbach  about  the  purpose  of  the  money  he  was  asked  to 
raise . 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  the  President's  conversations  of  April  17,  1973 
from  5:50  to  7:14  p.m.,  the  President  has  produced  an  edited  transcript 
of  the  recording  of  his  conversations  from  5:20  to  7:14  p.m.  A  summary 
of  that  transcript  has  been  prepared. 
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76.       In  April  1973  former  and  present  White  House  aides  and  CRP 
officials  were  Interviewed  by  the  prosecutors  or  called  before  the 
Watergate  Grand  Jury.   These  included  E.  Howard  Hunt,  Gordon  Liddy, 
Jeb  Magruder,  Gordon  Strachan,  Richard  Moore,  Dwight  Chapin,  Herbert 
Kalmbach,  James  McCord,  Fred  LaRue,  Herbert  Porter,  John  Mitchell, 
Charles  Colson  and  John  Dean. 
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77.       On  April  18,  1973  the  President  had  telephone  conversations 
with  Henry  Petersen  from  2:50  to  2:56  p.m.  and  from  6:28  to  6:37  p.m. 
Petersen  has  testified  that  the  President  told  him  that  Dean  said  he 
had  been  granted  immunity  and  the  President  had  it  on  tape,  and  that 
Petersen  denied  that  Dean  had  been  granted  immunity.  Petersen  told 
the  President  that  the  prosecutors  had  received  evidence  that  Gordon 
Liddy  and  E.  Howard  Hunt  had  burglarized  the  office  of  Dr.  Fielding, 
Daniel  Ellsberg's  psychiatrist.   The  President  told  Petersen  that  he 
knew  of  that  event;  it  was  a  national  security  matter;  Petersen's 
mandate  was  Watergate;  and  Petersen  should  stay  out  of  the  Fielding 
break- in.  The  President  told  Petersen  that  the  prosecutors  should 
not  question  Hunt  about  national  security  matters.  After  this  tele- 
phone call,  Petersen  relayed  this  directive  to  Silbert. 

In  response  to  the  Committee's  subpoena  for  the  tape  recording 
and  other  evidence  of  the  telephone  conversations  between  the  Presi- 
dent and  Petersen  from  2:50  to  2:56  p.m.  and  from  6:28  to  6:37  p.m., 
the  President  has  produced  an  edited  transcript  of  the  conversation 
from  2:50  to  2:56  p.m.,  during  which  the  President  and  Petersen  dis- 
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cussed  immunity  for  Dean  and  Magruder.  A  summary  of  that  transcript  has 
been  prepared.  The  President  has  informed  the  Committee  that  the 
telephone  call  from  6:28  to  6:37  p.m.  was  placed  from  Camp  David  and 
was  not  recorded. 
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78.       On  April  19,  1973  John  Dean  issued  a  public  statement  declaring 
In  part  that  he  would  not  become  a  scapegoat  in  the  Watergate  case .  He 
added  that  anyone  who  believed  that  did  not  know  the  true  facts  nor 
understand  our  system  of  justice.   Following  Dean's  statement,  Stephen 
Bull  of  the  President's  White  House  staff  checked  with  the  Secret  Service 
agent  in  charge  of  the  White  House  taping  system  to  determine  if  Dean 
knew  about  the  existence  of  the  taping  system.  The  agent  replied  that 
as  far  as  the  Secret  Service  knew  Dean  had  no  such  knowledge. 
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79.       On  April  19,  1973  the  President  met  with  Richard  Moore.  They 
discussed  the  President's  public  statement  of  April  17  and  the  fact  that 
on  March  20,  1973  Dean  and  Moore  discussed  Dean's  telling  the  President 
about  the  Watergate  matter.  Moore  has  testified  that  the  President 
said  that  he  had  told  Dean  that  to  raise  money  for  the  Watergate 
defendants  was  not  only  wrong  but  stupid.  Moore  told  the  President 
that  Dean  had  shown  him  a  list  of  Individuals  who  might  be  indicted,  and 
that  Dean  had  said  that  Ehrlichman's  problem  might  be  involved  with  the 
Ellsberg  case.  The  President  responded  that  the  White  House  investigation 
of  Ellsberg  had  to  be  done  because  J.  Edgar  Hoover  could  not  be  counted 
on  as  he  was  a  close  friend  of  Ellsberg 's  father-in-law. 
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80.       On  April  19,  1973  from  8:26  to  9:32  p.m.  the  President  met  with 
John  Wilson  and  Frank  Strickler,  attorneys  for  H.  R.  Haldeman  and  John 
Ehrlichman.   There  was  a  discussion  of  the  case  against  Haldeman  and 
Ehrlichman . 

The  Committee  has  requested  the  tape  recording  and  other 
evidence  of  this  conversation.   The  President  has  provided  an  edited 
transcript  of  that  recording.  A  summary  of  that  transcript  has  been 
prepared. 
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81.       Between  April  19  and  April  26,  1973  the  President  had  eleven 
conversations  with  Henry  Petersen.   Petersen  has  testified  that  during 
these  conversations  the  President  asked  Petersen  for  a  detailed  written 
report  on  the  Watergate  matter;  discussed  the  advisability  of  retaining 
Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  at  the  White  House;  and  discussed  the  progress 
of  the  Grand  Jury  investigation.   Petersen  has  testified  that  some  time 
in  the  course  of  the  April  discussions  the  President  made  a  flattering 
reference  to  Petersen  as  an  adviser  to  the  President  and  said  he  would 
have  to  serve  as  "White  House  counsel."  The  President  also  asked 
Petersen  whether  he  would  like  to  be  FBI  director,  but  stated  he  was 
not  offering  him  the  job. 
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82.       On  April  20,  1973  Herbert  Kalmbach  was  scheduled  to  testify 
before  the  Watergate  Grand  Jury.  On  the  afternoon  prior  to  his 
scheduled  appearance,  John  Ehrlichman  and  Kalmbach  had  a  telephone 
conversation,  which  was  taped  by  Ehrlichman  without  Kalmbach 's  know- 
ledge, during  which  they  discussed  Kalmbach 's  payment  of  funds  to 
the  Watergate  defendants. 
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83.      On  April  22,  1973,  Easter  Sunday,  the  President  telephoned 
John  Dean  from  Key  Biscayne,  Florida.   Dean  has  testified  that  the 
President  called  to  wish  him  a  happy  holiday. 
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84.       On  April  25  and  26,  1973  Presidential  aide  Stephen  Bull  delivered 
a  number  of  tape  recordings  of  Presidential  conversations  to  H.  R. 
Haldeman.  At  the  President's  request  Haldeman  listened  to  the  tape 
recording  of  the  President's  March  21,  1973  morning  meeting  with  John 
Dean,  made  notes  and  reported  to  the  President. 
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85.       On  April  26,  1973  Senator  Lowell  Weicker,  a  member  of  the  Senate 
Select  Committee,  released  to  the  press  information  that  Patrick  Gray 
had  burned  politically  sensitive  files  which  had  been  given  to  him  by 
John  Dean  from  Howard  Hunt's  White  House  safe.  Petersen  has  testified 
that  on  this  date  the  President  telephoned  him  to  ask  if  Gray  ought  to 
resign  as  Acting  FBI  Director  and  that  Petersen  told  the  President  that 
he  thought  Gray's  position  was  untenable.  At  the  President's  instruc- 
tion, Petersen,  Gray  and  Kleindienst  met  that  evening  and  discussed 
Gray's  possible  resignation.  Kleindienst  telephoned  the  President  and 
recommended  that  Gray  step  down,  but  added  that  Gray  did  not  see  it 
that  way.   The  President  told  Kleindienst  that  he  would  not  require 
Gray  to  resign  immediately.   Gray  has  testified  that  Kleindienst  also 
stated  after  speaking  to  the  President  there  must  be  no  implication 
that  in  burning  these  files  there  was  any  attempt  of  a  coverup  at  the 
White  House. 
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86.       On  April  26,  1973  Jeb  Magruder  resigned  his  post  as  Director 
of  Policy  Development  for  the  Department  of  Commerce. 
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87.      On  the  afternoon  of  April  27,  1973  Patrick  Gray  notified 
Lawrence  Higby  that  he  was  resigning  as  Acting  Director  of  the  FBI. 
From  4:31  to  4:35  p.m.  on  April  27,  the  President  had  a  telephone  conver- 
sation with  Petersen  during  which  the  President  asked  if  Petersen  had 
any  information  that  would  reflect  on  the  President.  Petersen  said  no. 
At  the  President's  request,  Petersen  met  with  the  President  from  5:37 
to  5:43  p.m.  and  from  6:04  to  6:48  p.m.  The  President  again  asked  if 
there  was  adverse  information  about  the  President.  Petersen  said  he  was 
sure  that  the  prosecutors  did  not  have  that  type  of  information. 

The  Committee  has  requested  the  tape  recordings  and  other 
evidence  of  various  Presidential  conversations  on  the  afternoon  and 
evening  of  April  27,  1973.  The  President  has  produced  edited  transcripts 
of  the  conversations  between  the  President  and  Petersen  from  5:37  to  5:43 
p.m.  and  among  the  President,  Petersen  and  Ronald  Ziegler  from  6:04 
to  6:48  p.m.  Summaries  of  the  transcripts  have  been  prepared. 
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88.     On  or  about  April  28,  1973  H.R.  Haldeman  and  John  Ehrlichman 
determined  that  they  should  resign  from  their  positions  on  the  White 
House  staff.   Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  have  testified  that  the  President 
did  not  request  their  resignations. 

Page 

88.1  H.R.  Haldeman  testimony,  8  SSC  3096 1648 

88.2  John  Ehrlichman  testimony,  7  SSC  2808-09 1649 


(102) 


89.       On  April  29,  1973  the  President  met  with  Attorney  General 
Richard  Kleindienst  at  Camp  David.   They  discussed  Kleindienst 's 
resignation  as  Attorney  General.   The  President  asked  Kleindienst 
if  he  could  announce  Kleindienst 's  resignation  in  his  statement  the 
next  day  and  Kleindienst  consented.  Also  on  that  date  the  President 
met  with  Elliot  Richardson  at  Camp  David  and  informed  him  of  his 
intention  to  nominate  Richardson  to  be  Attorney  General.   The  President 
told  Richardson  that  he  would  commit  to  Richardson's  determination 
whether  a  special  prosecutor  was  needed. 
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90.       On  April  30,  1973  the  President  made  a  nationwide  televised 
address  on  the  Watergate  matter.  He  announced  the  resignations  of  H.  R. 
Haideman,  John  Ehrlichman,  Richard  Kleindienst  and  John  Dean  and  the 
appointment  of  Elliot  Richardson  as  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States. 
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1.      On  March  22,  1973  from  1:57  to  3:A3  p.m.  there  was  a  meeting 

among  the  President,  John  Mitchell,  H.  R.  Haldeman,  John  Ehrllchman 

and  John  Dean.   The  following  is  an  index  to  certain  of  the  subjects 

discussed  in  the  course  of  that  meeting: 

TRANSCRIPT  PAGE 

Mature  and  purpose  of  a  written  report  on 

Watergate- related  matters  to  be  drafted  22-33,  52-53, 

by  John  Dean.  57,  74-75 

White  House   contacts  with  the  Senate 

Select  Committee,  and  discussion  of  the  7-19,  27-32,  35, 

activities  of   that  Coimittee.  46-51,   58-61,    64-68 

White  House   position  on  doctrine  of 

executive  privilege,  and  possible  14,  19-21,  32-44, 

changes  in  that  position.  62,  64,  67-69,  76 

White  House  relationship  to  future  Grand 

Jury  investigations.  56-58 

Reference  to  White  House  approach  to 

disclosure  as  "modified  limited  hang  out" 

and  other  discussion  relating  to  disclosure.       70-74,  81-82,  86 
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1.1     TEANSChlPT  OF  MARCH  22,    1973  MEETING 

TRANSCRIPT  PREPARED  BY  THE  IMPEACHMENT  INQUIRY 
STAFF  FOR  THE  HOUSE  JUDICIARY  COMMITTEE  OF  A 
RECORDING  OF  A  MEETING  AMONG  THE  PRESIDENT,  JOHN 
DEAN,  JOHN  EHRLICHMAN,  H.  R.  HALDEMAN  AND  JOHN 
MITCHELL  ON  MARCH  22,  1973,  FROM  1:57  TO  3:43  P.M. 


PRESIDENT:     Hello  John,  how  are  you?   [Unintelligible] 

MITCHELL:      Mr.  President  [unintelligible]  Nixon.   Mr.  President, 
I'm  just  great.   How  are  you? 

PRESIDENT:     You  Wall  Street  lawyer  — 


MITCHELL : 


Yeah.   I  would  hope  that  would  be  okay. 


UNIDENTIFIED:   I  think  so.   Yeah.   You  have  to  admit  it,  have  to 
admit  you're  rich. 

MITCHELL:      Not  in  front  of  all  these  people  that  help  to  collect 
taxes. 


PRESIDENT: 


Well,  we'll  spend  them  for  what  you  want.   [Unintelligible] 


MITCHELL:      But  I,  I  can  report,  incidentally,  that  the  firm  is  doing 
quite  well. 

PRESIDENT:     Are  they? 

EHRLICHMAN:    Can't  think  of  any  reason  why  it  shouldn't. 


MITCHELL : 


I  don't  either. 
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EHRLICHMAN:     I  assigned  the  log  [unintelligible]  on  Saturday. 

PRESIDENT:     'fes,  we  know. 

EHRLICHMAN:    Eastland  is  going  to  postpone  any  further  hearings  on 
Gray  for  two  weeks.   Try  and  let  things  cool  off  a 
little  bit.  He  thinks  Gray  is  dead  on  the  floor. 


PRESIDENT: 


[Unintelligible] 


HALDEMAN:      Gray's  the  symbol  of  wisdom;  today,  he  accused  your 
counsel  of  being  a  liar. 


DEAN: 


He  may  be  dead  'cause  I  may  shoot  him. 


[Laughter] 


PRESIDENT:     How's  that? 

HALDEMAN:      He  said,  "Yes";  he  thinks  John,  he  thinks  John  Dean  did 
lie  to  the  FBI  when  he  said  he  wasn't  sure  whether  Hunt, 
whether,  uh,  Howard  Hunt  had  an  office  in  the  White 
House. 


DEAN: 


I  said  I  had  to  check  it  out.   When,  uh,  when  the  agents 
asked  me  if  they  could  see  the  office  —  was  the  way 
it  occurred  —  right  after  an  interview.   And  I  said  I 
would  have  to  check  that  out.   And  now  it's  been  inter- 
preted that  I  was  lying  to  the  FBI  about  the  fact  that 
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he  had  an  office  or  didn't  have  an  office  here. 

Which  wasn't  the  question. 


DEAN:  Which  wasn't  the  question. 

HALDEMAN:      [Unintelligible].   But  the  headline  for  tonight  will  be 
"Gray  Says  Dean  Lied". 

PRESIDENT:     If  Gray  had  been  —  Gray  apparently  didn't  know  what 
the  testimony  was,  is  what,  uh  — 

DEAN:         He  never  really  sought  to  find  out  the  facts. 

PRESIDENT:     The  question  [unintelligible]  earlier  he  just  took 
the  question  without  checking  on  it. 

DEAN:         The  leading  question  —  Yeah,  I  think  the  question  con- 
cerning the  — 

HALDEMAN:      Yeah,  the,  you  know,  the  — 

MITCHELL:      Well,  another  factor,  those  agents  may  [unintelligible] 


DEAN: 


That's  right, 


HALDEMAN:  Gray  said  that  [unintelligible]  FBI  interview  with  Dean 
[unintelligible]  question,  he  said,  "I'll  have  to  check 
it  out"  when  asked  if  Hunt  had  a  White  House  office. 
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He  wasn't  asked  that.   He  was  asked  if  they  could  see, 
see  the  White  House  office.   Said,  "I'll  have  to  check 
that  out." 


PRESIDENT:     Well,  you,  will  — 

HALDEMAN:      So  then  says,  "Did  Dean  lie  to  the  agents?"  Byrd  asked 
Gray.    "Looking  back  I  would  have  to  conclude  that 
you  were  —  everything  was  correct  in  what  you  say." 

PRESIDENT:     Yeah,  but,  uh  — 


DEAN: 


It's  such  an  irrelevant  point  even,  that's  the  funny 
thing. 


PRESIDENT:     Well,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  uh   [unintelligible]  such  a 
thing  that  — 


DEAN: 


They're  working  on  it  right  now. 


PRESIDENT:     [Unintelligible]  talk  to  Radford? 


DEAN: 


I  think  so , 


PRESIDENT:     Yeah,  but  [unintelligible]  wasn't  Gray  responsible?  Wasn't 
Gray  responsible  for  that? 


DEAN: 


Well,  Bull  has  the  matter  right  now.   I  just  talked  to  him. 
He  said  he's  quite  frightened  to  sit  down,  frightened 
somebody  is  talking  to  you  right  now  because,  uh,  uh. 
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Byrd  has  indicated  he'd  like  to  have  all  the  records 

of  all  the  conversations  we've  had  since  the  hearings 

started.   How  does  he  think  you  have  called  me,  initiated 

the  calls,  to  report  on  their  hearings  —  wasn't  a 

problem. 


HALDEMAN: 


Well,  Hunt  was  on  the  [snap  fingers] 


DEAN: 


He's  a  very  down  man  right  now,  I  might  say  also. 


MITCHELL ; 


Did  you  check  the  specific  FBI  reports? 


DEAN: 


Uh,  they  are  trying  to  find  it  over  there  right  now. 
They  are  trying  to  find  just  how  the  draft  of  the 
transcript  originated.  And, 


HALDEMAN: 


Yes. 


DEAN: 


you  know  -- 


MITCHELL:      Here's  the  point,  that  some  of  the  worst  conclusions 

about,  you  know,  I've  tried  to  cut  off  the  FBI  is  simply 
inaccurate.   That's  what  isn't  true.   That's  the  fact 
that  [unintelligible] 


DEAN: 


In  fact  that's  a  good  point  for  Ziegler  to  say,  this  sort 
of  reminds  me  of  too  — 
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UNIDENTIFIED:    I  know  DeMarco  ~ 


MITCHELL : 


He's  plenty  good. 


HALDEMAN:       You,  by  the  way,  draw  the  combination,  for  instance 
[unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:      Well  he  may  be  feeling  sorry  for  himself,  you  know, 
and  [unintelligible] 

MITCHELL:       [Unintelligible] 

DEAN:  He's,  he,  he  sounds  down.   He  realized  after  our  con- 

versation that,  he  sounded  down.   He  said,  uh,  uh, 
and  I  said,  "Well,  I'll  talk  to  you  later  Pat"  and, 
uh,  you  know,  trying  to  show  that  he'd  like  to  discuss 
[unintelligible]  my  voice  [unintelligible],  and  he 
said,  "Hold  on  just  a  minute."   "All  right,  just 
keep  the  faith."  [Laughs] 

UNIDENTIFIED:   Has  he  been  coached  by  someone? 


DEAN: 


I  don't  think  so.   Dick  Moore  is  talking  with  him 
right  now  and,  and  [unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT:      What  did  Dick,  uh,  Dick,  uh,  say,  have  to  say  about 
it  lunintelligiblej 
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UNIDENTIFIED:   Sure.   The  only  lawyer  — 

UNIDENTIFIED:   [Unintelligible]  want  to  get  on  the  wire  right  quick. 


MITCHELL : 


DEAN: 


On  the  specifics  of  what  the  question  was  and  what  the 
response  to  it.   Now,  I  think  [unintelligible]  Gray 
[unintelligible] 

Uh,  they  got  material  where  they  wanted.   The  information 
was  in  the  office. 


PRESIDENT:     It  was  in  the  office?   [Unintelligible]   Huntl 


DEAN: 


HALDEMAN : 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


I  never  —  Down  to  this  day  I  don't  really  know  where 
Hunt's  safe  was  kept.   Uh,  I  don't  think  there  was  one  — 
was  there?   [Unintelligible] 

John's  been  over  —  John's  been  with  Ziegler  this  morning. 

Yeah,  I  left  them  to  come  over  here  and  — 

You  did?  You  were  with  them.   They  are,  uh  — 


DEAN: 


DEAN: 


They're  working  on  it  too. 


MITCHELL:       [Unintelligible]  they're  working  on  the  specifics. 


Well,  they  are  trying  to  get  all  the  facts  right  now, 
as  to  what  he  might  have  reported  as  to  how  he  came  up 
with  the  transcript  in  the  hearings,  and  then  the  frame  up. 
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PRESIDENT:  You  were  trying  to  get  through  to  —  with  the  [unin- 
telligible] Silbert  —  you  have  to  get  the  thing  by 
Hunt. 

EHRLICHMAN:    Not  before  the  Grand  Jury. 

UNIDENTIFIED:  You  mean  —  ? 


HALDEMAN : 


[Unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT: 


Right.   [Unintelligible].   Tell  Ron  [unintelligible] 


UNIDENTIFIED:   [Unintelligible] 


DEAN: 


Well,  maybe  in  the  next  twenty  minutes  I  ought  to  shoot 
back  over  there  and,  and  give  her  a  call. 


UNIDENTIFIED:   Shoot  back  [unintelligible] 


UNIDENTIFIED:   [Unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT:     About  how  long  will  it  be? 


DEAN: 


Uh,  fifteen  minutes. 


HALDEMAN:  Well,   John,   »ih,  Howard  Baker  just  had,   uh  —  Hunt  had 

this    [unintelligible]   sort  of  a  buddy  and,   uh,  Bittman 
just  had  lunch  with  Howard  Baker's  Administrative  Assistant 
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at  the  Administrative  Assistant's  request. 

PRESIDENT:     The  same  one  that  saw,  uh,  saw  Colson? 

HALDEMAN:      Uh,  I  don't  know  that  it  was  the  same  one,  but  I 
would  guess.   But  this  fellow,  uh,  wanted  to  get 
guidance  from,  uh,  Timmons  as  to  what  the  President 
was  expecting  out  of  the  hearings  and,  uh,  what,  uh, 
he  wanted  to  talk  to  him  about  this  executive  privilege 
business  and,  uh,  where  are  we  going  to  stand  on  that. 
Ke  expressed  the  personal  view  that  the  President 
couldn't  waive  executive  privilege,  uh,  which  that 
son-of-a-bitch  [unintelligible]  Ervin  would  accept 
the  written  interrogatories,  and,  and  that  they  would 
probably  go  to  the  subpoena  route  [unintelligible]. 
Uh,  but,  uh,  nothing  was  raised  about  Baker  being  con- 
cerned that  he  didn't  have  contact  —  nothing  on  that 
other  report  was  raised  at  all.   Uh,  but  he  did  say 
that,  uh.  Baker  was  a  little  pissed  off  at  Klein- 
dienst  because,  uh,  uh,  he  had  not  met  with  him  at 
all.   He  had  had  one  meeting  scheduled  which  they 
finally  were  able  to  set  up,  but  Kleindienst  cancelled 
it.   And  it  has  not  been  rescheduled,  and  so  Baker  has 
had  no  communication  with  Kleindienst.   The  day  it  was 
scheduled  was  the  day  you  had  your  press  conference  and 


-9- 


(116) 


1.1     TBANSCRIFT  OF  MARCH  22,    1973  MEETING 
announced  your  executive  privilege  or  announced  that 
the  President  with  Dean  and  nobody  would  go  up,  which, 
uh,  caught  Baker  unawares.   Uh,  and,  uh,  the  disturbing 
thing  is  that  his  understanding  Is  [unintelligible]  the 
view  that,  uh,  Kleindienst  would  keep  him  informed  o£ 
this  next  time.   [Unintelligible] 

MITCHELL:      Plus  the  fact  they're  having  a  meeting  with  that  guy,  uh, 
as  soon  as  he  — 


HALDEMAN ; 


Oh,  yeah. 


MITCHELL:      And  all  Weicker  does  is  [unintelligible]  Moore  and 

Howard  [unintelligible]  Justice  Department  [unintelligible] 

HALDEMAN:      Well  he's  objecting  to  the  agreement  that  they  made  with 
Kleindienst,  that  Ervin  made  with  Kleindienst,  that,  uh, 
FBI  raw  files  would  be  made  available  to  the  Chairman  and 
the  ranking  member. 


MITCHELL : 


Yeah,  well  — 


HALDEMAN:      Demanding  that  they  be  —  He's  going  to  demand  that  they, 
they  subpoena  the,  uh.  Attorney  General  and  the  Director 
of  the  FBI  to  produce  all  the  files,  the  materials  and 
so  forth. 


DEAN: 


I  talked  to  Kleindienst  last  night  and  he  raised  that. 


-10- 


(117) 


35-904  O  -  74  -  pi.  1  • 


1.1     TRANSCRIPT  OF  MARCH  22,    197 S  MEETING 

And  he  said  that  he  worked  this  out  with,  with  Weicker, 
but  Weicker  was  now  dissatisfied  with  the  arrangement. 
So  he's  going  to  the  Chairman  and  the  ranking  minority 
member  on  the  conflict. 

PRESIDENT:      [Unintelligible]  a  letter  to  [unintelligible] 

HALDEMAN:      That  could  be  the  [unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT:  [Unintelligible]  Baker's  idea.  He  wanted  to  talk  to 
Kleindienst  about  it,  didn't  want  to  talk  to  anybody 
else.   That's  the  way  we  left  it. 


DEAN: 


[Unintelligible]  I  think  that  Kleindienst  ought  to  be 
aware  of  the  fact  that  Baker  is  distressed  that  he 
hasn't  made  any  greater  effort  to  see  him. 


PRESIDENT: 


Good  point.   Yeah. 


DEAN: 


I  will. 


PRESIDENT:     Fine  [unintelligible].  Follow  through  and  pick  up  on 
that  idea.   I  just  want  —  I  think  you'd  better  do 
it  yourself.   Don't  you? 

EHRLICHMAN:    Could  I  suggest  that,  that  you  call  Kleindienst?   You 
had  the  other  conversation  with  him.   Could  you  call 
him  and  say  you've  gotten  a  rumor  that  Baker's  unhappy? 
Because  [unintelligible]  nobody  else  can  do  it. 
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HALDEMAN:      I  think  he's  not  really  standing  on  his  tippy-toes 
completely . 

PRESIDENT:     [Unintelligible] 

MITCHELL:      The  nature  of  the  liaison  —  he's  got  [unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:     [Unintelligible]  communicate  back  and  forth. 

EHKLICHMAN:     [Unintelligible]  will  not  want  to  be  in  position  — 
Baker  does  not  want  to  be  in  the  position  of  talking 
to  anybody  in  the  White  House. 

PRESIDENT:     He  doesn't  want  to  talk  to  anybody. 

MITCHELL:       [Unintelligible]  collaborate  with  us. 


PRESIDENT; 


He  doesn't  want  to  talk 


HALDEMAN:      But  he  wants  to  collaborate  —  this  A.  A.  was  saying, 
he  wants  to  be  helpful,  he  wants  to  work  things  out. 
He  told  the  President  he  wanted  to  do  that  through 
the 

PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 


HALDEMAN: 


Attorney  General, 


PRESIDENT:     That's  right.   Said  he  did  want  to  talk  to  Klelndienst. 


DEAN: 


Does  Kleindienst  know  that? 
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PRESIDENT:     Yes,  of  course. 


HALDEMAN: 


Well  then,  call  Kleindienst. 


UNIDENTIFIED:  [Unintelligible].  Were  you  there?   [Unintelligible] 

MITCHELL:  What  are  they  going  to  collaborate  on? 

PRESIDENT:  [Unintelligible]  what? 

MITCHELL:  Well,  now,  what  are  they  going  to  collaborate  on? 

PRESIDENT:     Well,  I  suppose  on  such  matters,  uh,  you  may  recall 
that  Gray  wants  to,  uh  [unintelligible]  wants  the 
FBI;  however  [unintelligible]  and  so  forth  having 
Kleindienst  [unintelligible] 

HALDEMAN:      Well,  again,  I,  I  know  exactly  what  the  trouble  is, 

PRESIDENT:     Oh,  okay.   [Unintelligible]  all  done.   [Unintelligible] 
I'm  the  one  that  should  do  it.   But  you  —  what  Baker 
was  thinking  of,  says  that  Kleindienst  cancelled  [unin- 
telligible] I  would  think  Kleindienst  should  have  done  it. 

EHRLICHMAN:     [Unintelligible]  broadcast  [unintelligible] 

MITCHELL:      Well,  that's  another  thing,  that,  uh   [unintelligible] 

For  instance,  said  to  Timmons,  Baker  was  expecting  all  the 
lawyers  to  try  to  get  into  the  confidence  of  55mn  Frvin  that 
[unintelligible] 
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HALDEMAIsI:      Yeah,  but  he  shouldn't  be  too  concerned  about  Baker's 
public  statements  in  agreement  with  Ervin  with,  uh, 
that  established  him  [unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:     Well,  he  said  that  he  [unintelligible]  against  it. 

That's  what  he  wants  to  do,   [Unintelligible]   Okay. 

Well,  uh,  you,  you're  going  to  follow  up  about  2:30 

on,  on.  Gray  [unintelligible].   He's  [laughs]  a  little  bit  on 

the  stupid  side,  to  be  frank  with  you. 

DEAN:  The  prospects  to  let  himself  get  sandbagged  until  then 

won't  happen. 

PRESIDENT:     You'd  better  counsel  him  about  it.   The  problem  with  him, 
the  problem  with  him,  John,  is,  uh,  with  Gray,  is  uh, 
a  certain  stubborness  [unintelligible]  talk  to  Klein- 
dienst.   Frankly,  1  think  too,  1  think  maybe,  maybe 
Kleindienst  ought  to  counsel  him  and  talk  to  him. 

DEAN:  He  has,  uh,  and  he  listened  to  him.   John  Ehrlichman 

talked  to  Kleindienst  last  night  and  said  that's  where 
Gray  was  getting  his  guidance. 

EHRLICHMAN:    The  whole  trouble  is  that  Dick  gives  him  guidance  which 
is  very  general.   Something  like  this  comes  up  and 
Gray  overreacts  —  it's  almost  a  spasm  reaction.   We 
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had,  the  other  day  —  whether  or  not,  you  know,  giving 
them  access  to  the  FBI  files. 


PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 


EHRLICHMAN:     It  was.  It  was  the  opposite  of  what  Kleindienst  told  him. 


PRESIDENT:     I  know  it. 


EHRLICHMAN:    And,  uh 


PRESIDENT:     He  shouldn't  have  even  needed  guidance  on  that, 


EHRLICHMAN : 


Of  course. 


PRESIDENT:     Nobody  —  the  Director  of  the  FBI  should  not  have 

even  known  —  should  have  even  known,  second  nature, 
that,  uh,  you  never  turn  over  raw  files  to  a  full 
committee . 


EHRLICHMAN : 


I  talked  to  Dick  Saturday  night 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah, 


EHRLICHMAN:    and  he  just  was  beside  himself  because  of  that.   And,  uh, 
he  said,  "Hell,  we  covered  this,"  he  says,  and,  uh,  he  was 
really  obsessed  on  it.  And  I  feel  — 

PRESIDENT:     Well,  okay.   I'll,  uh  ~  I'll  tell  him.   [Picks  up 

phone]  Try  Mr.  Kleindienst,  please.   [Hangs  up]   Well, 
were  we,  uh,  —  What,  uh,  words  of  wisdom  do  we  have 
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from  this  august  body  on  this  point? 

EHRLICHMAN:    Our  brother  Mitchell^Jisrought  us  some  wisdom  on  execu- 
tive privilege  which,  I  believe  — 

MITCHELL:      Technically,  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  only  problem 
[unintelligible]  and  I'd  prefer  you  just  coming  out 
and  stating,  ^- 

PRESIDENT:     That's  right. 

MITCHELL:      and,  uh,  and  I  would  believe  that,  uh,  it  would  be  well 
worthwhile  to  consider  to  spoil  the  picture  to  the 
point  where  under  the  proper  circumstances  you  can 
settle  with  certain  former  people  in  the  White  House 
and  some  [unintelligible]  [telephone  rings]  some  of  the 
current  people  at  the  White  House  [telephone  rings] 
under  controlled  circumstances  should  go  up  and,  uh  — 
[telephone  rings] 

PRESIDENT:      [Picks  up  phone]   Hello. 

Oh,  Dick,  I  wanted  to  tell  you,  you  know,  on,  uh,  on, 
uh,  uh.  Baker  that,  uh,  his  Administrati'^re  Assistant 
was  talking  to  Timmons  and,  uh.  Baker  has,  uh,  ap- 
preciated, you  know,  [unintelligible]  going  to  make 
a  deal  [unintelligible]  was  good.  They've  not  been 
able  to,  uh,  have  the,  uh,  discussion  [unintelligible]. 


-16- 


(123) 


2.1     TRANSCRIPT  OF  MARCH  22.    1973  MEETING 
Well,  I  just  wanted  to  tell  you  that,  uh,  you  know, 
nobody  here  —  you  remember  our  conversation  regarding 
any  discussion  at  all  with  Baker,  which  I  think  is 
proper,  don't  you?  Now  the  point  is,  on  the  other 
hand,  uh,  that  Baker  wants  —  what  it  means,  you 
know,  contacted,  and  it  really  depends,  so  — 
I  see. 

Really?   Uh  huh. 
Uh  huh. 
Today. 

Yeah,  by  his  Administrative  Assistant. 
So,  uh,  I  guess  that  the  point  is  that,  which  we  — 
you  see  we're  counting  on  you  to  be  the  man  there,  uh, 
Dick,  and,  uh,  and  I  want  to  keep  everybody  else  out 
of  this  and  so  —  and,  uh,  you  know,  and  I  told  Baker  - 
I  said  [unintelligible]   "All  right,  now  who  do  you 
want  to  talk  to?"  And  he  said,  "Kleindlenst,"  and  I 
said,  "Fine,  he's  the  man."  And  so  I  left  it  at  that, 

and  so  he ' s ,  he ' s  running  down  here  — 

Yeah. 

Yeah. 

How's  this  —  why  don't  you  get  him  on  the  phone,  get 

him  down  there.   And  say,  "Now,  look,  [unintelligible]. 

He's  also  —  it's  sort  of  a  line  with  Baker,  now,  that 
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he  doesn't  have  any  contact  with  the  White  House 
officials,  he  didn't  want  that,  that's  not  his 
fault  —  that's  not  our  fault.   [Unintelligible] 
delighted  except  that  it  would  not  be  the  right 
thing.   And,  uh,  on  the  other  hand,  in  contact  with 
you,  it  is  essential  for  him  to  stick  to  your  guidance. 
I  get  it  he  wanted  everybody  to  come  down  in  public 
session. 
Yeah. 

No  way  —  and  so  forth. 

Well,  we'll  keep  in  touch  with  you,  Dick,  uh,  basically 
through  Dean,  uh,  which  is  the  best  way,  uh,  in  terms 
of,  uh,  in  terms  of,  uh,  of  what,  uh,  of  what  we  had 
done  with  the  Committee  [unintelligible]  and  that  those 
were  in  our  guidelines.   But  then  I  think  you,  you 
really  got  to  be  our  Baker  handholder,  you  know.   That's 
a  hell  of  a  tough  job,  but,  uh,  I,  if  you  have,  if  you 
have  to  have  him  move  in  with  you,  then  do  it,  huh? 
Yeah,  better  get  his  wife  out  of  the  way  and  move  him 
in.   Yeah. 
Yeah .   Yeah . 

Yeah,  I  understand.   Postponed  —  for  two  weeks?   [Unin- 
telligible]. Yeah,  I  know. 
Right,  I  know. 
Right .   Right . 
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Yeah . 

Yeah, 

Yeah,  apparently  down  here  it  means  that,  uh,  maybe  he's  a 

bit  phony,  but,  uh,  the  other  aspect  [unintelligible]. 

Yeah,  the  trouble  is,  you  know,  is,  uh,  opened  —  I, 

I  understand  you  were  as  shocked  as  some,  as  I  was 

that  raw  files  had  already  been  made  available  to  the 

Committee. 

Yeah, 

Did  he?  What  do  you  think  about  it? 

Yeah,  Well,  do  what  you  can. 

Incidentally,  with  Weicker,  did  you  work  that  thing  out 

with  him?  Uh ,  he,  he  said  in  public  he  still 

hadn't  written  a  letter,  you  know  —  yeah. 

When  did  you  talk  to  him?   [Cough] 

Yeah, 

I  expected  that. 

That's  right. 

Yeah, 

No,  you  don't,  you  never  had  done  that  before.   No, 

that  even  goes  further. 

Right,   Right,   But  we're  doing  it  in  order  that  we 

get  clear  —  Yeah,  All  right,  then,  let's  leave  it 
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this  way  —  You'll  handle,  uh,  you'll,  you'll  handle 
Baker  now,  huh?  You'll  babysit  him,  starting,  like, 
like  in  about  ten  minutes? 
All  right.  Okay. 
[Hangs  up] 

PRESIDENT:     We're  fairly  certain  —  You  could  probably  hear  this 
afternoon.  He  said,  he  said  he's  called  Baker  about, 
oh,  dozens  of  times,  and  Baker  —  it  seems  he's  out  of 
town  making  a  speech  [unintelligible]  and  this  trip 
just  goes  on,  and  on,  and  on.   But,  he'll  try.   He'll 
call  him  right  away.   He  said  he  talked  to  Weicker  for 
an  hour  on  the  phone  [unintelligible]  furnishing  the 
files  [unintelligible].  Well,  anyway,  he  says  he 
talked  to  him  for  an  hour  and  a  half. 

UNIDENTIFIED:   [Unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:     When  I  talked  to  Kleindienst  [unintelligible].   Maybe 
it's  not  Kleindienst;  maybe  it's  Baker. 

HALDEMAN:      I  would  guess  that  there's  truth,  truth  to  that,  too. 
I  have  always  said,  they're  always  down  here  bitching 
about  nobody  calling  them,  nobody  giving  them  anything 
and  all  that.  They  say,  "When  you  catch  them,  you  can't 
get  to  them." 
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EHRLICHMAN : 


PRESIDENT: 


EHRLICHMAN : 


PRESIDENT ; 


DEAN: 
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[Unintelligible]  catch  them  [unintelligible]  pass  the 
word  to  Colson,  Webster  — 

That's  right. 

And  this  — 

And  his,  and  his,  and  incidentally,  it  just  looks  like  he 
his  Administrative  Assistant  called  Colson.  Now  that's 
what  Colson  informed  me.  And  I  said,  "But,  what  the 
hell,"  he  said,  [unintelligible],  but  I  said,  uh  — 

Well,  that  isn't  a  casual  pitch. 

No. 

Maybe  he's  looking  for  some  —  Baker's  looking  for  some, 
some  sort  of  a  link  with  the  White  House.   Maybe  that's 
what  he ' s 


UNIDENTIFIED:  Well  ~ 

DEAN:  trying  to  hint  at. 

PRESIDENT:  It's  got  to  be  Kleindienst.   Go  ahead  on  executive  privilege, 
I  suppose  —  How  would  you,  uh,  how  would  you  handle  it,  uh? 

MITCHELL:  All  I  have  worked  out  was 

PRESIDENT:  Work  out  the  arrangements. 

MITCHELL:  the  best  formula  that  we've  discussed. 

PRESIDENT:  Well,  I  guess  under  the,  under  the,  uh,  under  the  situation 
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that  you,  uh,  under  the  statement  that  we  have,  we're 

in  a  position  to,  to  [unintelligible]  I  think  we  could,  uh , 

we're  in  a  position  to,  uh,  negotiate  with  the  Committee 

as  to  how,  but  we  are  not  in  a  position  to  have,  uh, 

to,  uh,  to  cross  the  bridge  in  terms  of  saying  that 

Hunt  and  Liddy  will  go  down  and  testify  and  that  members 

of  the  White  House  staff  will  testify  in  open,  public 

session,  or  something  like  that.   But  you've  got  a 

lot  of 

EHRLICHMAN:  Formal  ~ 

PRESIDENT:  other  things  — 

EHRLICHMAN:  Formal  is  the  word. 

PRESIDENT:  Formally  is  the  word  I  use. 

UNIDENTIFIED:  Uh  ~ 

PRESIDENT:     And  incidentally,  that's  what  I  told  Baker,  too. 
I  said,  "Fine  that's  the  term." 


MITCHELL : 


On  executive 


PRESIDENT:     We  begin  with  that  proposition  —  I'd  be  comfortable 
there  —  and  see  what  you  can  get  by  with. 


MITCHELL : 


On  executive  privilege,  Mr.  President,  stay  well  aware 
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that  some  have  waived  it,  and  the  more  I  think 
about  it  [unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT:     Yes. 


EHRLICHMAN:    And  it  hurts  the  more  you  do  it,  the  more  you  — 


The  more  it's  less,  uh,  [unintelligible]. 


PRESIDENT:     [Unintelligible]  Sherman  Adams. 

MITCHELL:      Uh,  the  point,  uh,  beyond  which  you  might  be  able  to 
work  it  out  here. 


Yeah. 


MITCHELL:      The,  uh,  the  point  being  that  this  seems  to  be  the  only 
way  in  which  you  get  involved  [unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:     You  do. 

MITCHELL:      I  would,  uh,  lay  out  a  formula  and,  uh,  negotiate  it  with, 

with  Sam  firvin  or  either  through  Baker  or  however  else  [unin- 
telligible] .   And  I  would,  I  would  also  put  together  a  damn 
good  PR  team.   [Unintelligible]  made  available  so  that  the, 
uh,  the  facts  can  be  adduced  without  putting  on  a  political 
road  show. 

EHRICHMAN:     What  about  this? 

MITCHELL:      What  about  the  President's  team?   The  team  is  important. 

EHRLICHMAN:    Okay,  I've  written  this.   I  can  see  that  Chapin,  for 
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Instance,  could  appear,  without  it  in  any  way  being 
germane  to  the  Presidency.   So  I'm  going  to  decide 
right  now 


UNIDENTIFIED:  Baker 


EHRLICHMAN: 


that  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Not  Baker,  that'll  be  a  little  too  — 


EHRLICHMAN:    Well,  whoever  you  talk  to.  Uh,  I've  got  a  report  here 
and  I  think  I  see  where  the  danger  points  are  and  where 
they  aren't.   I'd  want  to  reserve,  obviously,  as  to  any 
question  that  might  be  asked. 

UNIDENTIFIED:   Right. 

EHRLICHMAN:  I   can  pinpoint  some  people  now,  but  it  really  wouldn't 

make  any  difference. 

HALDEMAN:  John,  do  you  admit  there's  any  danger  point?     You 

admit  that  any  one  member  of  the  White  House  staff  can 
testify  because  it's  no  danger  point  for  him,  but  that 
some  other  one  can't  because  it's  a  danger  point  with 
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him.   Then  what  you're  saying  is, 

EHRLICHMAN:    Well,  but  the  first  —  [unintelligible] 

HALDEMAN:      then  you're  saying  the  President  was  involved. 

EHRLICHMAN:     I'm,  I'm,  I'm  saying  danger  in  the  sense  of  that  he 
could,  could,  could  —  provocative. 

MITCHELL:      But  [unintelligible]  for  the  sake  of  going  about  dis- 
cussion, in  other  words  that  —  Maybe  we  think  that 
it's  appropriate  at  this  time  to  formalize  John's  theory 
on  the  Segretti  matter  and  the  Watergate  matter  based  on 
the  documentation  from  the  FBI  and  [unintelligible]  FBI 
[unintelligible]  in  other  words  based  on  —  Can  the 
Grand  Jury  —  what  we  know  came  out  of  there,  the  trial 
[unintelligible]  as  far  as  that's  one  incident  —  whatever 
the  record,  uh,  could  have  been  available  to  me.   This 
is  why  the  investigation  of  —  we  had  the  memorandum 
with  the  back-up  —  you  know,  obviously  the  FBI  after 
all  [unintelligible]  and  so  forth  couldn't  find  any- 
thing more.    It's  not  expected  that  you  could  or 
[unintelligible]  get  out  by  way  of  their  interrogation 
[unintelligible]  uh,  two  memorandum  from  Dean  is 
important  [unintelligible]  appropriate  time  with  it. 
John  did,  and  say  I  [unintelligible]  all  the  public 
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records  lunintelligible] 

We've  tried  that  though,  John.   Uh  — 

.[Clears  throat]   Why  won't  — 

We  still  have  grave  doubts  about  it,  though. 

Well,  I  don't  know  — 


MITCHELL: 


DEAN: 


I  did  too  before,  Mr.  President.   I,  I  had  severe 
doubts  about  it.   The,  uh,  now  that,  now  that  the  facts 
have  come  out  as  have  the  FBI  reports,  and  we  have  had 
the  trial,  that  you  have  some  documentation  [unintelligible] 

I  think  the,  uh,  the  proof  is  in  the  pudding,  so  to 
speak  —  it's  how  the  document  is  written  and  until  I 
sit  down  and  write  that  doc —  I,  I've  done  part  "B" 
so  to  speak.   I've  done  the  Segretti  thing. 


UNIDENTIFIED:   Uh  huh. 


DEAN: 


Uh,  and  I  am  relatively  satisfied  that  we  don't  have 
any  major  problems  with  that.   All  right,  as  I  go  to  part 
"A"  —  the  Watergate  —  I  haven't  written  —  I  haven't 
gone  through  the  exercise  yet,  uh,  in  really  whole 
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effort   to  write  such  a  report,   and  I   really  can't 
say  if  I  can  do  it  —  where  we  are.     And  I,   I  think 
it's   certainly  something   that  should  be  done,    though. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


And,   uh,   but  we  — 


MITCHELL ; 


You  never  know  — 


DEAN:  you  never  know  until  we  sit  down  and  try  to  do  it. 

PRESIDENT:  Now,   let  me  say  on   the  Watergate,    that's   a  case    [unin- 

telligible]  Segrettl   [unintelligible] 

DEAN:  We  can't,  we  can't  be  as  complete  'cause  we  don't  know. 

All  we  know  is  what,  is  whether  — 

PRESIDENT:  That's   a  question    [unintelligible] 

EHRLICHMAN:    It's  a  negative  setting  for  us. 

PRESIDENT:     In  setting  forth  this  general  conclusion  based  on 

[unintelligible]  all   these  questions.  You  are  —  that 
based  on  all  of  your  consideration,  uh,  all  of  your 
analysis,  and  so  forth,  you,  you're,  you  have  found  and 
very  carefully  put  down  that  this  individual,  that 
individual,  that  individual,  were  not  involved.   We're 
going  [unintelligible]  to  have  to  presume  that.   Rather 
than  going  into  every  leaked  story  and  other  charge, 
et  cetera,  et  cetera,  et  cetera,  and  knock  this,  this, 
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this,  this,  this,  this  down  —  I  don't,  I 

don ' t  know  — 

Yeah,  well  that's  why  I'd  like  to,  like  to  —  and  I 
don't  think  I  can  do  it  until  I  sit  down.   This  evening 
start  drafting. 


PRESIDENT:     Exactly. 

HALDEMAN:      I  think  you  ought  to  hole  up  ■ —  now  that  you  —  for  the 
weekend  and  do  that . 

PRESIDENT:     Sure. 

HALDEMAN:      Let's  put  an  end  to  your  business  and  get  it  done. 

PRESIDENT:     I  think  you  need  a  —  that's  right.   Why  don't  you  do 
this?   Why  don't  you  go  up  to  Camp  David?   And,  uh  — 

DEAN:  I  might  do  that;  I  might  do  that.   A  place  to  get  away 

from  the  phone. 

PRESIDENT:     Completely  away  from  the  phone  and  so  forth.   Just  go 
up  there  and,  uh   [unintelligible]  I  don't  know  what 
kind  work  this  is,  but  I  agree  that  that's  what  you 
could  —  see  what  you  come  up  with.   You  would 
have  in  mind  and  assume  that  we've  got  some  sort 
of  a  document  [unintelligible]  and  then  the  next  step 
once  you  have  written  it  you  will  have  to  continue  to 
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defend  [unintelligible]  action. 


EHRLICHMAN:    That  would  be  my  scenario,  that,  that  he  presents  it 
to  you  as,  at,  at  your  request.   And,  uh,  you  then 
publish  it . 


DEAN: 


MITCHELL : 


Well,  that,  that's 


That  introduces  the  problem  for  us  [unintelligible] 


DEAN: 


trial. 


MITCHELL:      criminal  trial  and  then  appeals  which  may  — 

EHRLICHMAN:    I»  I  know  that,  but  I  don't  care. 

DEAN:         Well  you  ought  to  be  — 

HALDEMAN:  I  don't  see  why.  You're  not  dealing  with  the  defendant's 
trial.  You're  only  dealing  with  the  White  House  involve- 
ment.  You're  not  dealing  with  the  campaign. 


DEAN: 


That's  where  I  first  [unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT:     Well,  you  can  write,  you  could  write  it  in  a  way 


UNIDENTIFIED:   [Unintelligible] 
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PRESIDENT:     you  could  write  it  in  a  way  that  you  say  this  report 
does  not  re — ,  it's  not,  not,  will  not  comment  upon 
and  so  forth  and  so  forth,  but,  "I  —  as,  as  you  di- 
rected, Mr.  President,  and  without  at  all  compromising 
the  rights  of  defendants  and  so  forth,  some  of  which 
are  on  appeal,  here  are  the  facts  with  regard  to 
members  of  the  White  House  staff,  et  cetera,  et  cetera, 
et  cetera,  which  you  have  asked  from  me.   I 
have  checked  the  FBI  records ;  I  have  read  the  Grand 
Jury  testimony  and  this  is  it  —  these  are  my  conclu- 
sions, chit,  chit,  chit,  chit." 

EHRLICHMAN:    As  a  matter  of  fact  you  could  say,  "I,  I  will  not 
summarize  some  of  the  FBI  reports  in  this  document 
'       because  it  is  my  understanding  that  you  may  wish  to 
publish  this."  Or,  or  you  can  allude  to  it  in  that 
way  without  saying  that  flatly.  You  can  say  that  "I 
do  not  summarize  all  the  FBI  documents  in  this  report." 


DEAN: 


Or  I  could  say  that  all  of  the  FBI  [clears  throat], 
it  is  my  understanding  that  all  the  FBI  reports  have 
been  turned  over  to  the  Ervin  Committee.  Another,  another 
vehicle  might  — 


HALDEMAN: 


And,  and  he  has  only  seen  half  of  them. 


DEAN: 


Yeah. 
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PRESIDENT:  Oh,    yeah. 


DEAN: 


Another  vehicle  might  be,  take  the  report  I  write 
and  give  It  to  Ervln  and  Baker, 


PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 


DEAN:         uh,  under  the  same  terms  that,  uh,  they're  getting  the 

FBI  reports.   Say,  "Now,  this  has  Innuendo  In  It,  little 
things  the  press  would  leak  from  this  and  assume  things 
that  shouldn't  be  assumed.   But  I  want  you  to  know 
everything  we  know."  And  publicly  state  that  you've 
turned  over  a  Dean  Report  to  the  Ervln  Committee.  And 
then  begin  to  say  —  the  next  step  Is,  "I  think  that 
you  can  see  that  various  people  have  various  Ingredients 
where  they  may  be  of  assistance  in  testifying.   But  It 
Is  not  worth  their  coming  up  here  to  be  able  to  repeat 
really  what  Is  here  in  some  forum  where  they  are  going 
to  be,  uh,  treated  like  they  are  In  a  circus.   But  I 
am  also  willing,  based  on  this  document,  to  set  some 
ground  rules  for  how  we  have  these  people  appear  before 
your  Committee." 

EHRLICHMAN:    A  case  in  point:   the  issue  of  whether  or  not  I  had  a 
phone  call  reporting  the  burglary. 


DEAN: 


Right . 
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EHRLICHMAN:     Now,  that's  all  I  know  about  the  damn  thing  is  that 
the  Secret  Service,  or  some  policeman  phoned. 


DEAN: 


But  they  could  go  on  forever  with  you  on  that. 


EHRLICHMAN:    Exactly. 


DEAN: 


And  I  think  it  ought  to  be  things  like  we've  got  in, 
in  this  report  and  this  might  be,  you  know,  get,  give 
it  to  Ervin  on  the  confidence  that  we're  not  talking 
about  documents  being  released.   We're  talking  about 
something  that's  entirely  facts.   You  could  even 
[unintelligible]  write  a  [unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT:      [Unintelligible]  accomplish  our  purpose  if  it  isn't 
released. 


DEAN: 


I  think  it,  I  think  it  — 


PRESIDENT:     And  1,  I  thought  the  purpose  —  I  thought  John's  con- 
cern [unintelligible]  I  guess  you'd  want  him  for  me  to 


DEAN: 


1  do,  I 


EHRLICHMAN: 


My  thought  is  — 


PRESIDENT:     In  other  words,  rather  than  fighting  it,  we're  not, 

we're  not  fighting  the  Committee  —  we  are,  of  course 
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but  what  we're  fighting  is  a  public  relations  battle. 

EHRLICHMAN:    And  I  am  looking  to  the  future,  assuming  that  some 

corner  of  this  thing  comes  unstuck  at  some  time,  you're 
then  in  a  position  to  say,  "Look,  that  document  I 
published  is  the  document  I  relied  on,  that's  the  re- 
port I  relied  on  and  it  codified  and  Included  all  the 
secret,  uh,  identification  of  the  FBI  —  " 

PRESIDENT:     This  is  all  we  knew. 

HALDEMAN:      All  the  stuff  we  could  find  out  — 

EHRLICHMAN:    "And  now,  this  new  development  is  a  surprise  to  me,  and 

I'm  going  to  fire  A,  B,  C,  and  D  —  now." 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


John,  let  me  just  raise  this.   If  you  take  the  document 
publicly,  the  first  thing  that  happens  is  the  press 
starts  asking  Ziegler  about  it,  inspecting  the  document 
each  day.   "Well,  why  did  Ehrlichman  receive  the  call? 
How  did  they  happen  to  pick  out  Ehrlichman?" 

That's  right. 

"Uh,  what  did  he  do  with  the  information  after  he  got 
it?"  Uh,  so  on.   Each,  every  iteu  can  be  a  full  day  of 
quizzing. 
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UNIDENTIFIED:   Yeah. 

DEAN:  They'll  just  go  through  the  document  day  after  day 

after  day. 

MITCHELL:      Now  what  is  your  concerned  judgment  as  to  when  and 
under  what  circumstances  — 


PRESIDENT: 


MITCHELL : 


PRESIDENT: 


MITCHELL : 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


Another  thing  —  However, 

[Unintelligible] 

let  me  say,  that  while  Ziegler  could  be  given  all  those 
questions,  I  would  say  those  are  questions  —  I  think 
Ziegler  should  cut  it  off. 

Let  it  die. 

This  —  Yeah,  fine.  I  think  there  should  be  a  cut-off 
point  which  [unintelligible] .   If  John  just  sort  of 
[unintelligible]  I'm  not  going  to  comment  on  the  basic 
questions  that  are  properly  before  the  Committee  on 
the  [unintelligible] 

Well,  you,  you've  said  you  are  going  to  cooperate  with 
a  proper  investigation. 

Yeah,  but  I'm  not  going  to  comment  on  it  while  it  is 
proper. 
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PRESIDENT: 


HALDEMAN: 


PRESIDENT ; 


HALDEMAN; 
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That's  right. 


PRESIDENT:     As  long  as  it's  proper. 


So  why  would  you,  why  not  put  ourselves  in  a  frame- 
work where  you're  way  out  above  it?  You're  cooperating 
with  this  Committee;  you've  turned  over  the  materials, 


PRESIDENT:     And  then,  no  further  comment. 


DEAN; 


and  no  further  comment. 

You  see,  I  think  you  could  get  off  with  the  Ziegler 
business.  I  mean,  I  don't  want  Ziegler  —  I,  I  was 
trying  to  pull  Ziegler  off  of  that  by  my  own  state- 
ment, too.  [Unintelligible]  cooperate  with  the  Com- 
mittee, give  full  cooperation,  but  we're  not  going  to 
comment  while  the  matter  is  being  considered  by  the 
Committee 

But  you  don't  say, 

unless  the  Committee  does  this  and  that. 

but  you  don't  say  that  people  don't  give,  don't 
release,  don't  publish  the,  uh.  Dean  report.  Only 
hand  it  over  — 

—  to  a  proper  investigative  committee. 
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PRESIDENT:     Well,  then  if  you  turn  over  the,  do  that,  though,  then 
can  we  get  anything  out  about  the,  uh.  Republicans 
putting  out  that  much  of  a  report?   Uh,  can  we  still 
get  out  the  fact  that 


EHRLICHMAN: 


Well,  the  President  — 


PRESIDENT:     there  has  been  a  report  in  which  everybody  in  the 
White  House  —  which  bears  out  the  President's  — 


HALDEMAN: 


Ron  can  make  the  statement. 


DEAN: 


That's  right. 


HALDEMAN: 


That  the  President  — 


[Several 
voices] : 


[Unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT; 


John  wants  the  statement  — 


EHRLICHMAN:    Another  way  to  do  this,  and  that  would  be  for  you  to 
have  a  meeting  with  Ervin  and  Baker. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


EHRLICHMAN : 


That  would  —  I  told  them  — 


PRESIDENT:     Well,  we've  thought  of  that,  I  mean,  we've  thought 
of that  and  we've  tried  it. 
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EHRLIChi'iAiN :     But,  but  we  didn't  have  a  reason  for  the  meeting.   This 
would  be  for  the  purpose  of  turning  over  the  document 
and  discussing  the  ground  rules.   Uh,  before  you  did  that 
you  want  to  have  that  all  agreed  in  advance  as  to  what 
the  ground  rules  would  be.   And,  you've  got  quid  pro  quo 
here  because  you  could  come  to,  to  Baker,  and  you  could 
come  to  the  Committee  or  to  Ervin  direct,  and  say,  "Look, 
I'll  turn  over  the  Dean  report  to  you,  provided  we  can 
agree,  uh,  on  how  witnesses  will  be  treated  up  there." 
I  can,  I  can  even,  uh,  construe,  uh, 

PRESIDENT:     Right. 

EHRLICHMAN:     executive  privilege. 

PRESIDENT:     John,  for  example,  if  you  were,  uh,  just  talking  about 

executive  privilege,  this,  this  really  gets  down  to  the 

specifics  in  terms  of  the  question  what  do  you  do  when 

they  say,  "What  about  Colson?"   Does  he  go  or  not? 


MITCHELL : 


I  think  that  Colson  goes. 


PRESIDENT:     He  has  to  go? 


UNIDENTIFIED:   Right. 


MITCHELL : 


I  think  Colson 
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HALDEMAN:      Everybody  goes  under  John's  —  including  Ehrlichman  and 
me  —  everybody  except  John  Dean,  who  doesn't  go  be- 
cause he's,  he's  got  the  lawyer  privilege. 

MITCHELL :  I  think  what  is  happening  to  you  and  John  and  so  forth 
with  the  Committee  could  be  negotiated  out  of  the  con- 
tents of  this  report. 

PRESIDENT:     We  should  negotiate  it  how? 


MITCHELL : 


HALDEMAN: 


DEAN: 


The  President's  report  will  show  that  uh,  your  simple 
thought  —  your  simple  involvement  was  missing  in  the 
pub  bill. 

No,  it  would  show  more  on  my  book,  I'm  afraid. 

But,  they'll  still,  they'll  still  —  One  strong 
argument  — 


HALDEMAN: 


Let  us,  let  us  go. 


DEAN:         Yeah. 

HALDEMAN:      1.1,1  don't  see  any  argument  against  our  going  if  you  are 
going  to  let  anybody  go. 

DEAN:         That's  right. 

HALDEMAN:      Let  us  go.   But,  on  the  condition  —  you  get  less 

trouble  with  us  than  you  do  with  some  of  the  others.   And 
if  it's  not  —  and,  now  sure  if  you  get,  if  you  get  the 
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big  fish  up  there  In  front  of  the  television  cameras, 
yes,  I  think,  that  would  be  tough.   I  think  Strachan 

going  up  wouldn't  get  them  nearly  as  excited  as,  as 
John  and  me  going  up. 


PRESIDENT:     That's  Strachan  and  Chapln. 


HALDEMAN: 


Well,  Chapin  wouldn't  have  to  appear 


DEAN: 


Well 


HALDEMAN:      as  a  focal  point,  but,  but,  uh,  uh,  I  think,  if  you 
could  do  it  in  executive  session,  uh  — 

UNIDENTIFIED:   Then  I  would  [unintelligible] 


HALDEMAN: 


Then,  then  why  hold  us  back? 


PRESIDENT:     The  executive  session  thing  has  always  appealed  to  me. 
Now  of  course,  you  could  say,  "Well,  in  terms  of  people 
coming  up  here,  of  course  you  have  to  [unintelligible] 
session,  but  you  got  to  convin — ■,  the  Committee  feels 
constrained  under  executive  session  — 


DEAN: 


We  can  invite  the  Committee  down  to  the  Roosevelt  Room 
or  the  Blair  House. 


UNIDENTIFIED:  Yeah, 
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MITCHELL:      Oh  hell,  you  could  -- 

PRESIDENT:     Yeah,  you  could  set  it  at  a  different  venue, 

that's  true.   You  could  put  it  in  a  different  place. 
You  could  say  we  —  which  is  what  I  — 

MITCHELL:  That  would  be  hard  to  negotiate. 

HALDEMAN:  Can,  can  we  maintain  informality? 

EHRLICHMAN;  It  will  never  —  it  would  never  fly. 

UNIDENTIFIED:  Never  fly. 


HALDEMAN: 


Yeah,  I  don't  know  why  not.  Those  others  go  up  there. 


UNIDENTIFIED:   [Unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:     Well,  would  executive  session  fly? 

EHRLICHMAN:    Executive  session,  I  suspect,  would  at  this  point, 

yes  sir,  yeah,  I,  I  really  think  these  guys  are  con- 
cerned about  this  Mexican  standoff  that  they've  got, 
and  I  think  they ' re  — 

PRESIDENT:     They'll  also  — 

EHRLICHMAN:     I  think  that,  that,  the,  uh  —  Ervin's  crack  on  tele- 
vision about  arresting  people  crossed  the  line. 

PRESIDENT:     Right. 
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EHRLICHMAN:    That  would  take  it  quite  a  bit  far. 

MITCHELL:      In  a-dition  to  that  you  have  the  problem  of  the  long 
lengthy  litigation. 

PRESIDENT:     It's  going  to  go  on  for  a  hell  of  a  long  time. 

HALDEMAN:      Ervin  doesn't  want  that. 


DEAN: 


Let  him  take  it  on  the  counsel,  then. 


HALDEMAN: 


That's  what  he  doesn't  want. 


DEAN: 


I  know,  but  let  him,  if,  if  he,  uh  — 


HALDEMAN:      We  have  offered  to  do  it  on  Dwight  Chap in.   That's 
the  easy  one  for  him. 

UNIDENTIFIED:   Yeah. 

HALDEMAN:      You  got  some  guy  who  had  no  contact  with  this  [unin- 
telligible] 

PRESIDENT:     It  was  quite,  it  was  quite  clear  to  me  that,  it  was 

quite  clear  to  me  that,  uh,  as  long  as,  as  long  as  Dean 

HALDEMAN:      Won't  they  test  it? 

PRESIDENT:     No,  they  didn't  test  it.  We  asked  them  to  — 

UNIDENTIFIED:   Find  out. 
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PRESIDENT:     He  said  let's  find  out.   They  didn't  bite  that  one 
very  fast,  did  they  John? 

HALDEMAN:      Chapin's  the  guy  they'd  test  it  on.   You  try  to  hold 
privilege  on  Chapin  and  that's  one  they'd  go  to  Court 
on.   They,  they'd  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Probably. 


HALDEMAN:      You  might  do  pretty  well,  because  here's  a  former 
employee,  a  guy  who  had  no  policy  role,  had  no 


PRESIDENT : 


—  contact  — 


HALDEMAN:      major  contact  with  the  President,  and  he'd  have  a  hell 
of  a  time  demonstrating  — 


MITCHELL : 


Obviously  you'll  have  to  expect  a  subpoena. 


PRESIDENT:     Chapin? 


MITCHELL : 


Yeah,  because  he's  no  longer  employed. 


HALDEMAN:      Well,  because. 


PRESIDENT: 


What  I'd  — 


HALDEMAN:      because  with  the  subpoena,  if  he's  called  to  testify 
regarding  his  appointment,  but  not,  not  regarding 
his  —  any  present  stuff. 
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MITCHELL:      He  doesn't  [unintelligible]  legroom.   They  can  get 
him  up  there. 

EHRLICHMAN:    Well,  the  precedent 

UNIDENTIFIED:   I,  I,  I  ~ 

EHRLICHMAN:    on  this  is  interesting.   I  think  that  his  lawyer  would 
advise  him  to  go. 

UNIDENTIFIED:   Couldn't  get  anything,  couldn't  do  anything 
[unintelligible] 


MITCHELL : 


They  could  get  him  to  talk. 


PRESIDENT:  We  would  have  to  express  the  trust  —  In  the  case  of 
a  present  White  House  employee  they  couldn't  get  him 
up  here,  right? 

MITCHELL:      Right. 

PRESIDENT:     In  the  case  of  a  past  one  you  could  get  him  up,  but  then 

he  could,  then  he  would  have  to  go  in  front  of  the  cameras 
and  say,  "I  will  not  because  of  executive  privilege." 

MITCHELL:      Well,  they  can  get  up  with  him. 

EHRLICHMAN:    But  its  your  privilege  —  you  interpose  it. 


PRESIDENT: 


I  see. 


EHRLICHMAN:  And,    and,    uh ,    first  we  have   the,    the   anomoly  of  Clark 
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Mollenhoff  running  up  and,  and,  uh,  trying  to  give 
testimony  in  a  civil  service  area  over  here  now.  He's 
running  up  saying,  "Ask  me  a  question,  ask  me  a  ques- 
tion, this  is  a  kangaroo  court,  and,  and  I  waive  — " 
The  hearing  examiner  just  says,  "Sit  down  and  shut  up." 
And  what's  happening  is  that,  that,  the,  uh,  government 
is  asserting  the  executive  privilege. 


MITCHELL : 


No,  they  are  not. 


EHRLICHMAN : 


Well  ~ 


MITCHELL : 


Not  executive  privilege. 


EHRLICHMAN : 


Yeah,  all  right  — 


MITCHELL ; 


In  fact  you  have  — 


UNIDENTIFIED:   [Unintelligible]  executive  — 

EHRLICHMAN:    All  right.   It's  the  closest  thing  to  it.   But  the  point 
is,  who's  privilege  is  it  to  assert?  Now,  what  do  you 
do  if  it's  Chapin?  I  think,  I,  I  haven't  thought  this 
—  this  is  the  reason  I  called  you  here  to  figure  out  what 
the  scenario  is  —  but  I  assume  what  would  happen  Is  that 
immediately  the  subpoena  Issued,  that,  that  on  behalf 
of  the  President  a  letter  would  go  to  the  Committee  saying 
the  Executive  asserts  privilege. 
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PRESIDENT:     Let  me  ask  this.   Uh,  the,  this  question  is  for  John 

Ehrlichman  and,  uh,  John  Dean.   Uh,  now  you  were  the  two 

who  felt  the  strongest,  uh,  on  the  executive  privilege 

thing  [unintelligible] .   If  I  am  not  mistaken,  you 

thought  we  ought  to  draw  the  line  where  we  did.  [unintelligible], 

Have  you  changed  your  mind  now? 


DEAN: 


No  sir,  I  think  it's  a,  I  think  it's  a  terrific  state- 
ment.  It's  — It,  it  puts  you  just  where  you  should 
be.   It's  got  enough  flexibility  in  it.   It's  — 


PRESIDENT:     But  now  —  what  —  all  that  John  Mitchell  is  arguing, 
then,  is  that  now  we,  we  use  flexibility 


DEAN: 


That's  correct. 


PRESIDENT: 


in  order  to  get  on  with  the  coverup  plan. 


EHRLICHMAN:    And,  as  I  told  him,  I  am,  am  so  convinced  we're  right 
on  the  statement  that  I  have  never  gone  beyond  that. 
He  argues  that  we're  being  hurt  badly  by  the  way  it's 
being  handled.  And  I  am  willing  —  let's  see  ■ — 


MITCHELL : 


That's  the  point. 


HALDEMAN:     I  think  that's  a  valid  evaluation,  I  think  [unintelligible] 
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MITCHELL : 


HALDEMAN : 


PRESIDENT: 
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See,    that's    the  only  point,    the   only  point 


Yeah. 


where  the  President  — 


That's  where  you  look  like  you're  covering  up  right 
now.   That's  the  only  thing,  the  only  active  step  you've 
taken  to  cover  up  the  Watergate  all  along. 

That's  right. 

What  is? 


HALDEMAN:      Was  that. 

PRESIDENT:     Ev — ,  even  though  we've  offered  to  cooperate. 

HALDEMAN:      To  the  extent  —  and  on  legal  grounds,  and,  and 
precedent, 

PRESIDENT:     That's  right. 

HALDEMAN:      and  tradition,  and  constitutional  grounds  and  all  that 
stuff  you,  you're  just  fine,  but  to  the  guy  sitting 
at  home  who  watches  John  Chancellor  say  that  the  Presi- 
dent is  covering  this  up  by  re — ,  this  historic  re- 
view blankets  the  widest  exercise  of  executive  privilege 
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in  American  history,  and  all  that.  He  says,  "What 
the  hell's  he  covering  up?   If  he's  got  no  problem 
why  doesn't  he  let  them  go  and  talk?" 

And  it  relates  to  the  Watergate,  it  doesn't  relate 
to  Henry  Kissinger 


HALDEMAN: 


That's  right. 


MITCHELL : 


or  foreign  affairs. 


HALDEMAN:      That's  right.  Precedent  and  all  that  business  —  they 
don't  know  what  you're  talking  about. 

PRESIDENT:     Well,  maybe  then  we  shouldn't  have  made  the  statement, 

HALDEMAN:      I  think  we  should  have  because  it  puts  you  in  a  much 
better  position  to  —  They  were  over  here.  That's 
what  Ervin  wanted.   He  wanted  all  of  us  up  there  — 
unlimited,  total,  wide  open.  We  —  The  statement 
in  a  sense  puts  us  over  here .   Now  you  move  back  to 
about  here  and  probably  you  can  get  away,  with  it. 

EHRLICHMAN:    Well,  you  can  get  away  with  it  in  the  Watergate  con- 
text. You  see,  you  said 

HALDEMAN:      That's  right. 

EHRLICHMAN:    executive  privilege  would  work  and,  and  then,  then  you've 
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applied  it  in  the  first  instance  to  Gray.  You  said 
this  fellow  can't  go. 

PRESIDENT:  That's  right. 

EHRLICHMAN:  And,  I  wouldn't  change  that. 

PRESIDENT:  I  [unintelligible] 

EHRLICHMAN:  I  can't  —  anything  about  that. 

PRESIDENT:  Great, 

EHRLICHMAN:  Exactly  right. 

PRESIDENT:  Right. 

EHRLICHMAN:  At  the  same  time  — 

MITCHELL:  By  the  way  isn't  that  [unintelligible] 

EHRLICHMAN:  [Unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:  That's  right. 

EHRLICHMAN:  Uh  — 

PRESIDENT:  [Unintelligible]  one  syllable  names. 

EHRLICHMAN:    At  the  same  time,  uh,  you  are  in  a  position  to  say, 
"Oh,  well  now  this,  this  other  case,  and  what  I, 
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what  I'm  going  to  do  there,  consistent  with  my 
statement,  is  so  and  so,  and  so  and  so." 

HALDEMAN:      Because  it  very  clearly  —  The  questions  that  the 

Committee  properly  wants  to  ask  don't  have  any  bearing 
on  these  people's  relationship  to  the  President. 
Which  they  don't.  The  President  had  nothing  to  do  with 
it. 

UNIDENTIFIED:   I  don't  know  at  all.   I  — 

EHRLICHMAN:  There  again,  it's  going  to  be  hard  to  get  proof.  Well, 
it'll  be  hard  to  —  if  you  —  You're  right,  we're  going 
to  need  some  kind  of  a  PR  campaign. 

UNIDENTIFIED:  Yes,  that's  true. 

PRESIDENT:  That's  true,  what? 

EHRLICHMAN:  For  the  average  guy. 

PRESIDENT:  Is  thinking  about  [unintelligible]  Dean  — 

EHRLICHMAN:    This  is  —  the  argument  will  be,  uh,  the  President's 

backed  off  his  rock  solid  position  on  executive  privi- 
lege and  is  now  letting,  uh,  Chapin,  and  Colson,  and, 
and,  Haldeman,  and  everybody  testify. 

PRESIDENT:     That  the  rest  of  us  said  that  that's  perfectly 
[unintelligible] 
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It  is.   I  think  they're 


EHRLICHMAN:    —  saying  that  there  are  PR  problems. 


PRESIDENT:     But  people  don't  think  so.  Is  that  right? 


UNIDENTIFIED:   That's  right. 


DEAN: 


Sure. 


PRESIDENT:     In  spite  of  what  [unintelligible] 


HALDEMAN: 


Oh,  yeah.   They  don't  think  the  — 


PRESIDENT:     I  agree.   I  understand.   I  understand. 

HALDEMAN:      They  think  you  clanged  down  an  iron  curtain  here 
and  you  won't  let  anybody  out  of  here,  ever. 
That  have  ever  worked  here.   Scour  lady  on  up. 
It  was  my  understanding  —  I  thought  from  you. 
or  maybe  it  vras  someone  else  —  that  the  Committee's 
operating  rules  do  not  permit  witnesses  to  have 
counsel . 


DEAN: 


That's  grand  jury.   I've  never  heard  that  about. 


HALDEMAN: 


DEAN: 


about  the  Committee? 


about  the  Committee  no,  I  can't  believe  — 
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PRESIDENT:     The  Committee,  on  the  contrary,  on  the  contrary,  com- 
mittees, ever  since  the  day  I  was  there,  they,  they 
all  allowed  counsel. 

UNIDENTIFIED:   [Unintelligible] 


MITCHELL : 


Can't  imagine  their  not  having  counsel. 


DEAN: 


[Unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT: 


No  sir.   Committees,  committees  allow  counsel. 


HALDEMAN:      If  that's  —  it  seems  to  me  if  you're  going  to  do  this, 
that  becomes  important  in  that  any  White  House  staff 
member  who  testifies  should  not  only  have  private 
counsel  if  he  wants  it  —  personal  counsel  —  but  the 
President's  counsel  should  be  there  because  you're 
under  a  limited  waiver  of  executive  privil.ege  and  the 
President's  counsel  should  be  there  to,  to  uh,  uh, 
enforce  the  limitation  and  the  witness  should  not 
have  to  be  in  the  position  of  saying,  "That's  one  I 
can't  answer  because  it  is  outside  the  ground."  You 
or  Fielding  or  somebody  should  be  doing  that  for 
him, 

PRESIDENT:     Have  you  —  the,  the  Executive  Session  thing? 

UNIDENTIFIED:   No.   They,  uh  — 


DEAN; 


They'll  bitch   about    that,    too. 
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HALDEMAN :       What  are  you  going  to  hide?   If  you're  going  to 

let  them  come  up,  why  do  you  —  why  is  that  secret? 

PRESIDENT:     Yeah,  yeah.   How  do  you  handle  that  PR-wise? 

MITCHELL:      You  don't.   One  of  the  hazards  [unintelligible]  another 

Roman  holiday  like  they've  had  with  Kleindienst  and  Gray. 
This,  uh,  fact-finding  operation  —  they're  to  get  the 
facts  and  not  to  put  another  political,  uh,  circus  like 
they  have  in  the  past. 

DEIAN:         And  if  —  if  there  were  no  cameras  up  there,  there  would 
be  no  reason  to  have  it  executive  session  because,  uh  — 

HALDEMAN:      Well,  then  they  come  back  and  say  all  right  we'll  do 

it  in  open  session,  but  we'll^uh,  permit  television  coverage. 

PRESIDENT:     Oh  no.   They  won't  do  that.   That  [unintelligible]  their 

problem  because  of  television.   It'll  kill  them  [unintelligible] 
executive  session  written  testimony  be  released.   I  think 
that  that's  the  basis  of  the  relation.   That  is  stupid  to 
talk  about  formal  sessions,  so,  uh,  that,  that  gets  away 
from  it.   That's  a,  that's  a  —  It,  it  is  a  formal  session. 
Executive  session  [unintelligible]  release  testimony. 
Correct? 


DEAN: 


That's  correct.   We  have  said  that  no  — 
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HALDEMAN:  Point   of   debate,    too.      You  argue   they   shouldn't. 

UNIDENTIFIED:   Yeah,  he  does. 


MITCHELL : 


Well,  they  won't  buy  it. 


EffiO^ICHMAN:  Yeah,   but   I  probably  can't   get   away  with  it.       [Unintelligible]- 

But   it's  a  good  thing   to   start  with. 

UNIDENTIFIED:   Sure. 

EHRLICHMAN:    You  want  a  bargaining  position,  I  think  it's  arguable  that, 
uh,  that  all  they're  really  interested  in  this,  is  informa- 
tion, and  I  think  they  don't  need  to  release  the  transcripts, 
you  know. 

HALDEMAN:      Is  there,  uh,  an  executive  session  of  a  Senate  Committee  — 
Are  other  Senators  permitted  —  they  are,  aren't  they? 
Any  Senator  has  the  privilege  of  Committee  [unintelligible] 

UNIDENTIFIED :   Yup . 


HALDEMAN: 


So  Teddy  Kennedy  could  come  in  and  sit  there. 


PRESIDENT:     Sure.  He  can't  ask  questions. 


HALDEMAN: 


He  can't? 


MITCHELL: 


Not  unless  you're  a  member  of  the  parent  Committee. 
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UNIDENTIFIED:  Which  he  is. 

MITCHELL :      [Unintelligible ] 


HALDEMAN: 


DEAN: 


But  this  isn't,  this  isn't  subject  — 


Select,  Select  Committee, 


PRESIDENT:  Other  members  cannot  —  whether  —  that,  that  should 
be  worked  on  too.  But  I  —  It  normally  is  the  prac- 
tice that  nobody  can  ask  questions  except  members. 


HALDEMAN: 


DEAN: 


Of  course,  Teddy  could  still  sit  there  in  the  audience 
and  then  go  out  to  the  TV  cameras  and  say,  "Look 
[unintelligible]" 

Wouldn't  it  be  wonderful  if  he  would? 


PRESIDENT: 


Probably  we're  going  to  have  that. 


DEAN: 


I  think  if  he  did  that,  that  would  be  terrific. 


HALDEMAN:      I  was  just  thinking  that,  in  the  membership  of  the 

Committee,  we're  in  reasonably  good  shape.  The  mem- 
bers —  the  people  that  you  have  on  the  Committee  are 
not  as  bad  as  most,  as  some  Senators  who  would  turn  the 
use  of  TV  afterwards  for  their  own  — 

PRESIDENT:     Not  as  spectacular.   What? 

UNIDENTIFIED:   You  know,  no  way,  and,  and,  uh  [unintelligible] 
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[Unintelligible] 


EHRLICHMAN:    Well,  I  would  say  [unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


It's  very  soon  that  we're  going  to  be  moving  on 
[unintelligible] 

And  I  point  out  [unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT:     [Unintelligible] 


HALDEMAN:      When  do  they  start  hearings  now? 


PRESIDENT:     The  thing  — 


DEAN: 


There's  no  time  set. 


HALDEMAN:      How  would  they  time  that? 

PRESIDENT:     Well,  the  top — ,  the  hearings  won't  be  —  we  have 

plenty  of  time  before  the  hearings,  but  what,  uh — 

UNIDENTIFIED:   The  PR. 

PRESIDENT:     John's  concerned  about,  the  PR,  we  don't  have  much 
time. 

UNIDENTIFIED:   Well,  but  — 

PRESIDENT:     You  don't  have  much. 
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PR  Is  going  to  start  on  this  right  away  with,  with 
the  termination  of  the  Gray  hearings  for  two  weeks 
that'll  let  some  steam  out  of  the  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah.  Your  PR  would. 


DEAN: 


Well,  it'll  have  to  — 


PRESIDENT:      the  PR  would  —  What  I  meant  is,  and  any — ,  and  anyway 
the  main  thing  is  to  do  the  right  thing.   Don't 
rush  too  fast  on  the  PR  but,  uh,  uh,  it'll  take  some 
time  to  write,  uh,  something.   John's  got  to  have  time 
to  write  this  report.  He's  got  to  have  a  chance  to 
look  at  —  I  guess  we  don't,  we  don't  breach,  we  don't 
broach  or  do  we  broach  this  whether  we  have  a  report 
or  not? 


MITCHELL : 


I  think  you  can  broach  that. 


PRESIDENT: 


Fine. 


MITCHELL : 


Now  — 


PRESIDENT:     Let  me  ask  you  this:   On  the  broaching  of  that,  should 
we  have  Kleindienst  be  the  broacher?  The  point  is, 
who  else?  I  can't. 


DEAN: 


That's  right.  Well,  Kleindienst  in  his  conversations 
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with  Ervin  and  Baker  —  Ervin  indicated  that  he  would 
like  to  talk  to  Kleindienst  about  the  executive  privi- 
lege question.  Uh,  maybe  it's  now  time  to  get  that 
channel  re-opened  again.  Uh  — 

MITCHELL:      Let  me,  let  me  make  this  suggestion. 

HALDEMAN:      Write  it  out  so,  so  Kleindienst  said  that  both  chapter 
and  verse  —  on  this  — 

UNIDENTIFIED:   [Unintelligible] 

UNIDENTIFIED:  Without  anybody  else  present. 

MITCHELL:      For  a  first  step,  for  a  first  step,  you're  going  to  have 
that  meeting  and  we're  going  to  keep  John  out  of  that. 
But  you're  going  to  have  everybody  screaming  about  execu- 
tive privilege  going  on  in  a  committee  meeting  again. 
And  I  think,  well,  before  the  Committee  meeting  is  held, 
for  somebody  to  say,  "We  want  to  discuss  with  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  his  concept  of  the  appearances  of  wit- 
nesses." And  don't  discuss  it  with  him  until  you  get  all 
your  ducks  in  a  row  all  layed  out.  But,  at  least  you 
advise  them  that  it  is  a  discussion  of  the  subject  matter 
so  they  don't  come  out  and  blast  you  [unintelligible] 
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EHRLICHMAN:    Then  ask  him  not  to  take  a  Committee  vote  on  the  subject 
either,  until  — 

HALDEMAN:      [Unintelligible]  committee  locked  in,  but  you  can  work 
something,  maybe  you  can  work  on  that. 

PRESIDENT:  Well  is  this  the  time  to,  uh,  I  mean,  the  point  is,  uh, 
if  the,  if  the,  if  the  Coimnittee  —  Is  this  the  time  to 
[unintelligible].  That's  it.  Who's  going  to  talk  to 
him?  Who's  going  to  be  there?  Who  do  you  think  should 
do  it? 


MITCHELL : 


Kleindienst  talks  — 


PRESIDENT:     Talks  to  —  in  other  words  to  Baker  and  Ervia,  basically. 
That  conversation  should  occur  like  tomorrow.   Why 
not?   If  you're  going  to  move  in  this  direction,  regard- 
less of  the  report.  We've  got  to  move  in  this  direction 
[unintelligible]  start  the  negotiation. 

MITCHELL:      Well,  I  think  that's  too  much  lead  time.   Uh,  in,  in 
the  process  before  the  Committee  meeting  [unin- 
telligible]. Now,  what's  Wally  Johnson's  status? 
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That's  funny,  because  I  —  he  is  still  here,  hasn't 
gone  up  yet,  but  he's  been  announced  apparently.  I 
gather  he'll  be  an  assistant  Attorney  General.   What 
I  was  thinking  is  maybe  to  preserve  my  counsel  role 
with  Ervin  and  Baker  that  I  ought  to  be  present  with 
Kleindienst. 


PRESIDENT: 


I  agree. 


DEAN: 


And  the  four  of  us  sit  down  and  talk  about  executive 
privilege  —  we  won't  get  into 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


any  of  the  substance. 


PRESIDENT:     Well,  the  thing  about  your  being  at  this,  uh,  is 

that  you  can  keep  Kleindienst,  uh,  uh  —  I'm  skeptical  — 


DEAN: 


Plus  they,  they  would  appreciate  the  fact  they're  dealing 
with  me  as  counsel  —  that's  another  reason  I  am  not. 


PRESIDENT: 


That's  right. 


DEAN: 


you  know,  when  the  final  wire  is  drawn  — 


MITCHELL:      Well,  it's  appropriate  for  the  President's  counsel 
to  be  present  when  the  discussions  take  place. 
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DEAN: 


That's  right. 


PRESIDENT:     Well,  all  right.   Now  let's,  let's  get  down  to  the  ques- 
tion: How  do  we  want  to  do  this?  How  do  we  start 
there? 


DEAN: 


I  would  think  that  possibly  Kleindienst,  uh,  ought  to  call 
today,  uh,  and  let  Ervin  and  Baker  know  that  he  would 
like  to  meet  with  them  early  next  week  to  talk  about  execu- 
tive privilege,  uh,  indicate  that  I  would  be  present  to 
see  if  we  can  find 


PRESIDENT:     A  formula  for 


DEAN: 


a  formula  to  resolve  — 


PRESIDENT:     getting  information  that  they  desire. 


DEAN: 


That's  right. 


HALDEMAN:      It's  an  unpublicized  meeting. 


DEAN: 


Unpublicized, 


PRESIDENT: 


I  think  we'd,  uh   [unintelligible]  go  ahead. 


HALDEMAN:      [Unintelligible]  on  top  of  that.   I  would  say  early  in 

the  week.  You  better  say  Monday  so  you  can  get  them  before 
the  Committee  meets. 

MITCHELL:      And,  naturally  cover  Watergate  first. 
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PRESIDENT:     I  don't  know  how  far  Ervin's  going  to  go,  uh  — 

Ervin's  insistence  on  letting  Dean  testify  —  whether 
he  might.   We'd  have  to  draw  a  line  there,  wouldn't  we 
John? 

MITCHELL:      I  would  agree  wholeheartedly  that  you  better  not  go  back 
on  your  final  statements  on  the  subject. 

PRESIDENT:     That's  right.   That's  right. 

UNIDENTIFIED:   Even  if  there  hadn't  been  statements  — 

PRESIDENT:     That's  right.   But  the  point  is,  we've  got  to  accept  the 
decision  of  Judge  Byrnes  [unintelligible]  on  the  bail. 
The  other  thing  to  do  on  the  Dean  thing  is  say  —  you'd 
simply  say,  "Now,  that's  out.   Dean  has  —  he  makes  the 
report.   Here's  everything  Dean  knows." 

DEAN:  Right. 

PRESIDENT:     That's  where,  that's  why  the  Dean  report  is  critical. 

EHRLICHMAN:     I  think,  John,  on  Monday  could  say  to  Ervin  if  that,  uh, 

question  comes  up,  "I,  I  know  the  President's  mind  on  this. 
He's  adamant  about  my  testifying,  as  such.  At  the  same  time 
he  has  always  indicated  that  the  fruits  of  my  investigation 
will  be  known."  And  just  leave  it  at  that  for  the 
moment . 
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One  issue  that  may  come  up  as  the  hearings  go  along,  if 
it  then  becomes  a  focus,  is,  what  did  Dean  do?   Uh,  as 
you  all  know  I  was  over  —  all  over  this  thing  like  a 
wet  blanket.   I  was  everywhere  —  everywhere  they  look 
they  are  going  to  find  Dean. 


PRESIDENT: 


Sure, 


DEAN: 


Uh  ~ 


HALDEMAN: 


That's  perfectly  proper. 


DEAN: 


But  it,  but  —  I  don't  think  that's  bad. 


EHRLICHMAN : 


I  don't  know.   I  was  supposed  to  be. 


PRESIDENT:     You  were  on  it  at  the  first.   You  were  directed  by  the 

President  to  get  me  all  the  facts.   Second,  as  White  House 
Counsel  you  were  on  it  for  the  purpose  of,  of  representing 
any  people  in  the  Executive  Branch  who  were  being  questioned 
on  it.   So  you  were  there  for  the  purpose  of  getting  infor- 
mation. In  other  words,  that  was  your  job.   Correct? 


DEAN: 


That's  right. 


PRESIDENT:     Then  you  heard  —  But,  but  the  main  point  is  that  you  can 
certainly  tell  them  that  Dean  had  absolutely  no  opera- 
tional —  The  wonderful  thing  about  your  position  is,  I 
think,  as  far  as  they're  concerned  —  Watergate  —  is 
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your  position's  one  of,  of  truly  of  counsel.   It  is  never, 
never  as  an  operator.  That's  the  — 

HALDEMAN:      You  can  even  —  In  the  private  sessions,  then,  maybe, 
maybe,  volunteer  to  give  them  a  statement  on  the,  the 
whole  question  of  your  recommendation  of  Liddy  which  is 
the  only  possible  kind  of  substantive  [unintelligible]  that 
you  could  have  and,  and  in  that  you  can  satisfy  one  of 
those  arguments. 

PRESIDENT:     [Unintelligible] 

HALDEMAN:      And  that  you  —  if  you  wanted  to. 

PRESIDENT:     At  the,  at  the  President's  direction  you've  never  done 
anything,  any  operational,  you  were  always,  always  just 
as  counsel,  always  just  as  counsel.   Well,  we've  got  to 
keep  you  out  anyway:   the  Dean  thing.   I  guess  we  just 
draw  the  line,  so  we  give  them  some  of  it  —  not  give 
them  all  of  it.   I  don't  suppose  they'd  say  John  —  "No, 
we  don't  take  him  in  executive  session."  Would  he  go  up 
in  public  session?  What  would  your  feeling  on  that  be? 

MITCHELL:      I  wouldn't  let  him  go. 


PRESIDENT: 


You  wouldn't. 


MITCHELL : 


I  would  not. 
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PRESIDENT:     Why  not?  You  just  take  the  heat  of  being  —  uh,  all 

right.   How  about  you  wouldn't  —  but  on  the  other  hand 
you'd  let  Chapin  go.   And  you'd  let  Colson  go. 

HALDEMAN:      No,  he  doesn't. 

PRESIDENT:     Because  they're  former  White  House  people. 

MITCHELL:      You  can't  keep  them  out  of  all  those  sessions.  Now,  I 
want  to  get  back  to  that  [unintelligible]  Dean  spoke  to 
Chapin;  on  the  basis  of  that  Chapin  talked  to  Segretti 
last  weekend. 


DEAN: 


EHRLICHMAN: 


Well,  they  can  subpoena  any  of  us.   There's  no  doubt  about 
that.   Uh,  they,  they,  if  they  don't  serve  us  here  because 
they  can't  get  in,  they  can  serve  you  at  home  or  some- 
where. They  can  ultimately  find  you. 

I'm  going  to  move  to  Camp  David. 


PRESIDENT:     Right. 


HALDEMAN: 


By  helicopter. 
[Laughter] 


PRESIDENT:     Go  ahead.   [Unintelligible] 


DEAN:  So,  the  question  is  once  you're  served  and  you  decline,  then 
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you've  got  a  contempt  situation.   Now,  I  would  say  that  It, 
it,  it  gets  very  difficult  [sighs]  to  believe  that  they'll 
go  contempt  on  people  who  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Present  White  House  staff. 


DEAN: 


Present  White  House  staff. 


PRESIDENT: 


They  would  on  Colson.  They  could  do  that,  could  they? 


DEAN:  That  would  be  a  good  test  case  for  them  to  go  on.   Uh, 

the  other  thing  is,  though,  they  could  sub — ^subpoena 
Colson  to  come  up  there  and  Colson  could  then  say,  "Well, 
I,  I  decline  to  testify  on  the  basis  that  I  think  this 
is  a  privileged  communication,  uh,  or  privileged  activi- 
ties." And  again  you  get  a  little,  a  little  fuzzier  as 
to  whether  or  not  you  — 

MITCHELL:      I'd  rather  not  answer  the  question  that's  asked. 


DEAN: 


That's  right. 


MITCHELL:      See  my  point. 

DEAN:         That's  right.  There  it,  then  it  would  get  much  fuzzier 
as,  as  to  whether  or  not  they  cite  him  for  contempt  or 
not. 

PRESIDENT:     Suppose  the  Judge  tomorrow,  uh,  orders  the  Committee  to 
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show,  show  its  evidence  to  the  Grand  Jury  [unin- 
telligible] then  the  Grand  Jury  reopens  the  case 
and  questions  everybody.   Does  that  change  the  game 
plan? 

[Unintelligible]  send  them  all  down. 


PRESIDENT:     What?   Before  the  Committee? 


MITCHELL:      The  President's  asked  [unintelligible]  this. 


DEAN: 


Now  are  you  saying 


PRESIDENT :     Suppose  the  Judge  opens  —  tells  the  Grand  Jury  and 

says,  "I,  I  don't,"  says,  "I  want  them  to  call  Haldeman, 
Ehrlichman  and  everybody  else  they  didn't  call  before." 
What  do  you  say  to  that?   Then  do  you  still  go  on  this 
pattern  with  the  Ervin  Committee?  The  point  is,  if,  if 
a  grand  jury  uh,  decides  to  go  into  this  thing,  uh,  what 
do  you  think  on  that  point? 

EHRLICHMAN:    I  think  you'd  say,  "Based  on  what  I  know  about  this  case, 
uh,  I  can  see  no  reason  why  I  should  be  concerned  about 
what  the  grand  jury  process  —  " 


PRESIDENT: 


All  right. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


That's  all. 
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And  that  would  change  — 


PRESIDENT:     Well,  they  go  in  —  do  both:   Appear  before  the  Grand 
Jury  and  the  Committee? 


DEAN: 


Sure. 


EHRLICHMAN:    You  have  to  bottom  your  defense,  your  position  on  the 
report. 

PRESIDENT:  That's  right. 

EHRLICHMAN:  And  the  report  says,  "Nobody  was  involved," 

PRESIDENT:  That's  right. 

EHRLICHMAN:  and,  and  you  have  to  stay  consistent  with  that. 

MITCHELL:  Well,  theoretically,  I  think  you  will  find  the  Grand 
Jury  is  not  about  to  get  out  of  the  [unintelligible] 
substance. 

PRESIDENT:     Right. 

HALDEMAN:      Thus  the  danger  of  a  grand  jury  is  they  bring  indict- 
ments on  the  basis  of  — 

MITCHELL:      Which  they've  studied. 


DEAN: 


Well,  there  are  no  rules. 
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The  rules  of  evidence  before  grand  juries  are  not 
pretty  fair  at  this  point. 

That's  right. 


MITCHELL:      Uh,  when  you  have  something  that's.uh,  reasoned 
and  controlled  — 


PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 


DEAN: 


You  have  attorneys 


PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 

MITCHELL:      [Unintelligible]  the  rules  of  the  evidence  meet. 
PRESIDENT:     [Unintelligible] 


EHRLICHMAN : 
MITCHELL : 
HALDEMAN : 


Somebody  can  get  one  in  the  form  of  a  letter. 

[Unintelligible]  according  to  [unintelligible] 

Well,  what  would  happen?  Would  Silbert  be  the,  be 
the,  uh,  prosecutor  on  this? 


DEAN: 


Unless  the,  the  Court  appointed  a  special  prosecutor, 
which  he  could  do. 


PRESIDENT:     Yeah.   So ,.  we  better  see  tomorrow  on  that.   But,  uh,  but. 
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the  —  So  that,  if  that's  the  case  how  do  we,  uh  — 
let's  move  now  on  the  first  one.  Now  who  is  to 
call,  uh,  Kleindienst? 

DEAN:  I  am  to  follow  through  on  [unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:     You  going  to  call  him  and  tell  him  what? 

DEAN:         I'm  going  to  tell  him  to  call  Baker  first,  and  then 

Ervin,  and  tell  them  that  you  would  like  to  meet  with 
them  on  Monday,  uh,  to  discuss  and  explore  a  formula 
for  providing  the  information  they  need  in  a  way  that 
does  not  cause  a  conflict  with  the  President's  general 
policies  on  executive  privilege. 

PRESIDENT:     Yet  meets,  and  yet  meets  their,  uh,  meets  their  need 
for  information. 

DEAN :  Right . 

PRESIDENT:     Have  they  requested,  they've  requested  that  kind  of  a 
talk  already,  haven't  they? 

DEAN :         Yes . 

EHRLICHMAN:    And  you'll  sit  down  with  Dick,  Mr.  President? 
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PRESIDENT:     Yeah.   Yeah.   [Unintelligible]  you're  going  to  be 
so  busy  doing  the  report  there  will  be  no  one  — 

DEAN:         Well,  I'll  work  on  that  over  the  weekend,  and,  and, 
uh,  actually  it's  good  because  things  do  slow  down 
a  little,  over  the  weekend. 


HALDEMAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


Also  write  out  a  thing  for  Kleindienst  so  that  — 

I  think  you  can  talk  to  him.   I,  I  think  you  can  do 
most  of  the  talking.   Get  the  main  —  Get  to  thinking 
—  You  can  do  it.   Say  you  have  studied  the  subject. 
You  also  know  what,  what,  uh,  my  position  is. 

I  don't  think  we  ought  to  read  anything  in  this  first 
session  but  I  think  we  ought  to  let  him  know  that  we 
are  thinking  about 


PRESIDENT:     Right. 


DEAN:         reaching  some  sort  of  — 


PRESIDENT:     Say,  "Now,  what  is,  uh,  —  What  would  you  think  here?" 


HALDEMAN:      Well,  just  stay  loose  [unintelligible] 


DEAN:         Stay  loose. 


PRESIDENT:     I  would  say,  I  would  say,  "Now  look,  that's  what,  that's 
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what  we're  going  to  do.   We'll  lay  out  the  thing 
about,  uh,  with  regard  to  this,  we  want  to,  we 
want  to  see  what  can  be  worked  out  with  regard  to, 
uh,  uh  —  We,  we  talked  about  informal  sessions.   Is 
Ervin's  position  been  he  insists  on  formal  sessions? 
Is  that  his  position? 


DEAN: 


Well,  we  don't  know.  We've  never  really  [unintelligible] 


MITCHELL : 


[Unintelligible]  gotten  into  that. 


IIALDEMAN:      His  response  to  your  position  —  that's  really  what 
you've  got  now  — 


PRESIDENT : 


Yeah. 


HALDEMAN:      Ervin's  response  to  the,  to  the  Nixon  position  and  that 

is,  "Written  stuff  isn't  any  good.   I  want  the  body,  you, 
you  can't  ask  paper,  you  can't  ask  a  piece  of  paper  ques- 
tions." Okay.   Now,  what  we're  saying  meets  that  require- 
ment — 

PRESIDENT:     The  written,  the  written  thing  was  in  which? 

EHRLICHMAN:    That  was  a,  that  was  a,  uh,  Ziegler,  I  believe. 

PRESIDENT:     I  think  so. 
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EHRLICHMAN:    I  don't  know  how  it  came  out.   It's  not  in  a  statement. 


HALDEMAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


HALDEMAN: 


HALDEMAN: 


No,  but  it's  a  general  thing.   I  think 


PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 

HALDEMAN:      it  was  in  your  press  conference  where  you  said  they  will 
provide  written,  uh  -  I  think  you  said  it. 


I  may  have  said  it  and  I  don't  — 


HALDEMAN;      In  a  press  conference.  And  I  think  Ervin's  response 
was  to  that . 

PRESIDENT:     Right. 


Your  statement  if,  uh. 


PRESIDENT:     Could  have  been. 

HALDEMAN:      "These  people  will  be  happy  to  provide,  uh,  written  answers 
to  questions, 

PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 


that,  uh  —  appropriate  questions." 


PRESIDENT:     You  think  —  are  you  sure  it  wasn't  in  the  statement, 
the  written  statement? 

EHRLICHMAN :    No . 

HALDEMAN :      No . 
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EHRLICHMAN:     I  think,  I  am  sure  we 


PRESIDENT:      Right. 


EHRLICHMAN:     used  formal,  informal  — 


DEAN: 


DEAN: 


It,  it  came  up  the  first  time  is  when  I  responded  to, 


MITCHELL:       That,  that's  right.   Exactly. 


to  Eastland,  I  responded  to  Eastland's  invitation 
to  — 


PRESIDENT: 


You  said  you  would  furnish  written  — 


UNIDENTIFIED :   Right . 


DEAN: 


Furnish  written  — 


PRESIDENT: 


I  think  the  —  I  think  that's  where  you'll  find  it. 


DEAN: 


And  then  you  —  and  then  it  was  repeated  after  that,  uh,  that 
we  would  be  happy  to  supply  information  and,  uh  — 


PRESIDENT:      I  think  we've  been  [unintelligible] 

HALDEMAN:       But,  then  Ervin  responded  —  he  specifically  rejected  that 
only  on  the  grounds  that  you  can't  ask  questions  of  a  piece 
of  paper. 


PRESIDENT: 


Cross  examine. 
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HALDEMAN:       We  need  to  deal  with  our  questions.   So  we  are  giving 

him  that  opportunity.   He  hasn't  said  that  the  processes  of 
the  Senate  require  that  those  questions  be  answered  in 
[unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:      What  is  the,  what  is  the  argument  that  you  give,  John,  to 
people  who  —  and,  uh  —  Why  executive  session  rather  than 
open  session? 


DEAN: 


Well,  I  — 


PRESIDENT: 


You  can't  really  give  — 


DEAN: 


I  think  we'll  have 


PRESIDENT: 


You  can't  really  attack  the  Committee's,  uh,  flamboyance. 


DEAN: 


No,  you  can't. 


PRESIDENT : 


So,  what  do  you  say? 


DEAN: 


I  think  what  I'd  do  is  we'll  talk  a  little  about  the 
Constitution,  and  I'll  remind  him  of  the  position  that  he  took 
so  vocally  in  the  Gravel  case. 


PRESIDENT: 


That's  right. 


DEAN: 


where  he  came  out  and  said  that  legislative  aides  cannot  be 
called  to  question  for  advice  they  give  their  Senator  or 
Congressman.   He  just  went  on  at  great  length  and  cited 
executive  privilege  — 
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Then  he'll  say,  "This  was  not  advice  to  the  President." 
Go  ahead. 

Well,  and  I'll  say,  I'll,  and  I'll  say  that,  that  these 
are  men  who  do  advise  the  President. 

And  that's,  that's  the  principle  involved. 

And  we  have  to  draw  the  line. 

And  to  have  the  principle  discussed,  uh,  in  open  session, 
and  so  forth,  is  the  kind  of  a  thing  where  you've  got  to, 
you  ought  to  go  off  to  the  bench,  where  the  jury  doesn't  hear 
it,  basically. 

Well,  I  ~ 

I  don't  think  John  or  Dick  should  tip  their  hands  in  the 
Monday  meeting  as  to  an  offer  to  appear  in  executive  session 
and  get  them  on  to  the  executive  session  wicket.   It  seems 
to  me 


DEAN:  No.  No,  I  agree. 

HALDEMAN:       they,  they  should  only  indicate  a  willingness  to  listen  to, 
uh,  ideas  as  to  what  would  be  done 

DEAN:  Yeah. 

HALDEMAN:       and  an  open-mindedness  to  try  and  work  something  out. 


-75- 


(182) 


1.1     TRANSCRIPT  OF  MARCH  22,    1973  MEETING 
PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 


HALDEMAN: 


Because  if  you  get  to  that,  that's  going  to  become  the 


issue 


PRESIDENT : 


Yeah. 


HALDEMAN:      and  it  seems  to  me  that's  an  issue  we  could  win  publicly 
where  we  may  not  be  able  to  win  it  with  the 


DEAN: 


EHRLICHMAN: 


I  think,  I  — 


How  about 


HALDEMAN:  Senate,  but  you  [unintelligible] 

EHRLICHMAN:  What  about  expressing  the  President's  concern  about  the 

'  protection  of  his  people  from  a  spectacle? 

UNIDENTIFIED:  That's  fine. 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


Well,  I'm  also  concerned  about  his,  about  frankly,  the,  uh, 
having,  having,  uh,  matters  that  really  are  a  subject  of 
executive  privilege  debated  publicly,  rather  —   That's 
a  matter  that  ought  to  be  debated  privately. 

That's  right. 

Uh,  other  matters,  we  have  no,  and,  and,  and,  without, 
and,  and,  and,  and  the  fact  that  it's  raised  does  not 
indicate  guilt.    That's  part  of  his  argument  on  Gravel, 
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too.   The  fact  that  it's  raised  does  not  indicate  guilt. 
That's  what  we  are  really  talking  about  here.   But  having 
it  in  public  session  does,  uh,  indicate  that. 


DEAN: 


Well,  I  will  work  out  a  complete,  uh,  negotiating  scenario 
and  have  thought  it  through  before  I  go  up. 


HALDEMAN: 


DEAN: 


Really  all  your,  your  objective  in  that  meeting  is  simply 
to  indicate  to  them  a  willingness  to  discuss.   It's  not 

That's  right. 


HALDEMAN: 


to  lay  out  a  proposal 


DEAN: 


I. 


HALDEMAN: 


for  them 


DEAN: 


I  agree. 


HALDEMAN: 


to  accept  or  reject. 


DEAN: 


I  will  — 


MITCHELL: 


John,  as  part  of  that,  as  part  of  the  scenario,  you  want 

to  hold  executive  session  for  the  protection  of  those  records. 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


Very  true.  Uh  — 

There,  and  it's  the  record  for  the  future.   But  that's  — 
that  maybe  you  can  tell  Ervin,  maybe  on  a  mountaintop,  that. 
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that  this  is  perhaps  a  good  way  to  set  up  a  procedure 
where  we  could  do  something  in  the  future,  and  all.  You 
know  what  I  mean? 


DEAN: 


Uh  huh. 


PRESIDENT:      Where  future  cases  of  this  sort  are  involved.   "We're, 

we're  making  a  lot  of  history  here.  Senator.  And,  uh  —  " 

MITCHELL:       And  the  Senator  can  be  a  great  part  of  it. 

PRESIDENT:      No,  really.  We're  making  a  lot  of  history.  And  that's  it  — 
we're  setting  a  historic  precedent.  The  President,  after 
all,  let's  point  out  that  the  President,  uh,  how  he  bitched 
about  the  Hiss  case.  Which  is  true,  I  raised  holy  hell  about 
it. 


DEAN: 


Ervin  away  from  his  staff  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Huh? 


DEAN: 


Ervin  away  from  his  staff  is  not  very  much,  and  I  think  he 
might  just  give  up  the  store  himself  right  there  and  lock 
himself  in.   I,  you  know,  I've  dealt  with  him  for  a 
number  of  years,  and  have  seen  that  happen  and  have  reached 
accord  with  him  on  legislation. 
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HALDEMAN:       That's  another  thing,  if  you  don't  offer  him  anything, 
you  may  get  an  offer 


DEAN: 


That ' s , 


HALDEMAN: 


from  him 


DEAN: 


that's  right. 


HALDEMAN: 


you  can't  accept.  He'll  ask  you  [unintelligible] 


DEAN: 


That's  exactly  what  he'll  do. 


PRESIDENT:      And  if  he  just  takes  the  adamant  —  Suppose  now  he  just 
takes  the  adamant  line?  Nothing. 


HALDEMAN: 


Sits  there  and  says. 


DEAN: 


I'll  say. 


HALDEMAN: 


"I'll  think  about  that." 


DEAN: 


that's  all  right. 


PRESIDENT : 


You  could  go  back  — 


DEAN: 


"Dsesn't  sound  like  you're  interested  in  information,  " 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


DEAN: 


"it  sounds  like  you're  interested  in,  in  fighting" 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 
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"on  principle." 


PRESIDENT:      He  says,  "Look,  we  are  just  going  to  have  public  sessions. 
It's  got  to  be  that  or  else." 

EHRLICHMAN:     Then,  "We've  got  a  law  suit  Senator  and  it  is  going  to 
be  a  long  one." 

UNIDENTIFIED:   That's  right. 

MITCHELL:       "How  can  you,  you  expedite  your  hearings?" 

PRESIDENT:      Yeah.   "If  you  want  your  hearings"  —  and  uh,  that's  the 
other  thing.  The  other  point  is,  would  it  not  be  helpful 
to  get  Baker  enlisted  somewhat  in  advance.   If  that  could 
be  done  by  not  begging  him  [unintelligible].   If  we —  can 
we  put  Kleindienst  to  that  thing? 

MITCHELL:       On  the  second  step  —  not  on  the  opening. 

PRESIDENT:      Well,  even  on  the  opening  step  the  problem  that  I  have  here, 
if  Baker  sits  there  and  just  parrots  Ervin's  adamant  thing, 
saying,  "Hell  no,  there  can't  be  anything  except  the  public 
sessions,"  you  have  nothing  to  bargain  with. 

MITCHELL:       But  Mr.  President  you  know  how  these  Senators  act.   Baker 
will  lay  the  whole  thing  out  on  the  table. 

PRESIDENT:      Yeah,  I  guess  you  are  right. 
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Including  the  contempt.   They'll  be  — 


PRESIDENT:  Baker,  on  the  other  hand  —  Kleindienst  should  at  least 
talk  to  him  and  say  "Look  Howard,  why  don't  you  try  to 
work  something  out  here?"  Why  couldn't  he  say  that? 


HALDEMAN: 


He  could  say,  "We're  going  to  try  —  we  want  to  work  something 
out."   "Yeah,  but  then 


PRESIDENT: 


'Glad  to  work  something  out." 


HALDEMAN: 


work  with  us." 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


HALDEMAN: 


"We're,  we're,  we're 


PRESIDENT:      "Now,  work,  work 


HALDEMAN: 


questioning  how  you 


PRESIDENT:  with  us,  but  you  can't,  you  can't  be  [unintelligible]. 
Right  now,  Howard,  right  now,  Howard,  we're  just  going 
for  a  law  suit."  Uh  — 


HALDEMAN: 


"Give  us  a  hand  and  try  to  open  this  up."  That's,  that's 
Baker  would  be  fine  that  much  ahead  of  time. 


PRESIDENT: 


That's  right. 


HALDEMAN: 


Be  positive  this  time  around. 
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Don't  lock  yourself  in.  You  hear  every, 

Right . 

all  — 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


EHRLICHMAN: 


HALDEMAN: 


DEAN: 


Right. 

so  you  have  another  session  or  so,  on  it. 

Yeah.   The  other  point  is  that  you  be  reminded  so  you 
get  to  it.  Now,  just  assume,  however,  it  happens  so 
[unintelligible]  insists  that  [unintelligible]  you  just, 
then,  then,  then  it  becomes  essential  then  to  put  the 
Dean  report  out,  it  seems  to  me,  and  say,  and  then  have 
the  law  suit. 

We  can  say  that  if  he  really  —  I  would  say,  "Well,  okay, 
then,  why  don't  we  now  discuss  how  we  frame  the  legal  issue 
here?"  And,  uh,  and, uh,  "Perhaps  we  can  at  least  agree  on 
how  to  frame  the  legal  issues,  so  that  instead  of  taking 
three  years  it  will  only  take  a  year  and  a  half." 

Get  it  settled  before  this  Administration  leaves  [unin- 
telligible] 

They  know  that  it's  —  depending  upon  who  they  are  going 
after  and  the  circumstances,  that  they've  got  a  tough 
law  suit  ahead  of  them. 
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Uh  huh. 

They've  got  to  hire  counsel  to  — 


PRESIDENT : 


DEAN: 


Yeah. 

It's  going  to  cost  money  to  brief  it  on  their  side.  They 
don't  have  the  government  repre—  ,  you  know  they  don't 
have  the  Department  of  Justice  to  handle  their  case;  they've 
got  to  bring  in  special  counsel  who  probably  knows  nothing 
about  executive  privilege,  has  to  be  educated.  Uh,  get 
the  Library  of  Congress  clanking  away  at  getting  all  the 
precedents  out  and  the  like,  and  —  We've  got  all  that. 
Of  course,  uh,  it's,  it's  a  major  operation  for  them  to 
bring  in  and  they  have  to 


EHRLICHMAN:     The  other  way 


DEAN: 


EHRLICHMAN: 


HALDEMAN: 


EHRLICHMAN : 


lution  of  the  Senate  to  do  it,  uh  — 


get  a  reso 


Fortunately,  Ervin  is  a  Consitutional  expert. 


Yeah.  He  calls  himself  ~ 


Self-certified.   That's  a  Constitutional  expert 


PRESIDENT : 


Well,  anyway. 


EHRLICHMAN:     While  you  do  that 
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the,  uh  —  Now,  uh,  we  could  —  Have  you  considered  any 
other  poss— ,  have  you  considered  the  other,  all  other 
possibilities  you  see  here,  John?  You,  you're  the  one 
who  is  supposed  to  — 

That's  right.   I  think  we , 

You  know  the  bodies . 

I  think  we've  had  a  good  go-round  on  — 

You  think,  you  think  we  want  to,  want  to  go  this  route 
now?  And  the  —  Let  it  hang  out,  so  to  speak? 

Well,  it,  it  isn't  really  that  — 

It's  a  limited  hang  out. 

It's  a  limited  hang  out. 

It's  a  modified  limited  hang  out. 

Well,  it's  only  the  questions  of  the  thing  hanging  out 
publicly  or  privately. 

What  it's  doing,  Mr.  President,  is  getting  you  up 
above  and  away  from  it.  And  that's  the  most  impor- 
tant thing. 
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Oh,  I  know.  But  I  suggested  that  the  other  day  and  we 
all  came  down  on,  uh,  remember  we  came  down  on,  uh,  on 
the  negative  on  it.  Now  what's  changed  our  mind? 

The  lack  of  alternatives  or  a  body. 


EHRLICHMAN : 


PRESIDENT: 


EHRLICHMAN : 


[Laughter] 

We,  we  went  down  every  alley.   [Laughter]  Let  it  go  over. 

Well,  I  feel  that  at,  uh,  I  feel  that  this  is,  that, 
uh,  I  feel  that  at  the  very  minimum  we've  got  to  have  the 
statement  and,  uh,  let's  look  at  it,  whatever  the  hell  it 
is.   If,  uh,  if  it  opens  up  doors,  it  opens  up  doors, 
you  know. 

John  says  he's  sorry  he  sent  those  burglars  in  there, 
and  that  helps  a  lot. 


PRESIDENT: 


That's  right. 


MITCHELL: 


HALDEMAN: 


PRESIDENT : 


You  are  very  welcome,  sir. 

[Laughter] 

Just  glad  the  others  didn't  get  caught. 

Yeah,  the  ones  we  sent  to  Muskie  and  all  the  rest;  Jackson, 
and  Hubert,  and,  uh    [unintelligible] 
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EHRLICHMAN: 


I  get  a  little  chill  sit 
the  table  there. 


ting  over  there  in  that  part  of 


PRESIDENT:  Yeah  [unintelligible  1 .   Getting  pr-.  I,  i.  r, 

EHRLICHMAN:  Yeah. 

PRESIDENT:  I  got  to  handle  my  Canadian  friend 

EHRLICHMAN:  Right. 


PRESIDENT: 


at  the  moment.   Incidentally,  uh,  you  don't  plan  to 
have,  uh,  you  weren't  planning  to  have  a  press  briefing 
[unintelligible] 


EHRLICHMAN:  We  hadn't  planned  it.   It  wouldn't  hurt,  uh  - 

PRESIDENT:  [Unintelligible]  3:30  with  John  [unintelligible].  All  right. 

EHRLICHMAN:  He  is  going  to  talk  to  the  press  tomorrow. 

PRESIDENT:  Yeah,  let's  let  it  go.   [Unintelligible] 

UNIDENTIFIED:  [Unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:  Suppose  you  take  it.  you  take  care  of  it  now  [unintelligible] 
and  I  won't  come  over  there.   I  -  you  might,  if  you  get 
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him  waltzed  around,  you  Let  me  hear  — 

EHRLICHMAN:     All  right. 

PRESIDENT:      It  would  be  my  thought  then  that  I  would  then  break  it 
off  at  4:30. 


DEAN: 


All  right.  Fine. 


MITCHELL: 


Four  o'clock  will  be  the  minimum  [unintelligible] 


EHRLICHMAN: 


I,  I  think  both  of  you    [unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT:      Yeah,  I  was  thinking  that  we  ought  to,  uh  —  yeah,  I  under- 
stand.  But,  but  no.  Bob,  what  time  is  the  —  is  my  take-off 
scheduled  for  4:30  today? 

UNIDENTIFIED:   4:30. 


HALDEMAN: 


Yes,  sir. 


PRESIDENT:      Well,  we  won't,  we  won't  rush.   George  needs  to  talk, 
[unintelligible]  get  the  chance  to. 

EHRLICHMAN:     [Unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


EHRLICHMAN:     Three,  uh,  say  fifteen,  twenty  minutes  from  now? 


PRESIDENT:      Sure,  sure. 


EHRLICHMAN:     Okay. 
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NOTE:   At  this  point,  a  portion  of  the  discussion  has  been  deleted. 


MITCHELL : 


{Unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


MITCHELL : 


Believe  me,  it's  a  lot  of  work. 


PRESIDENT; 


Oh,  great,   I  may  [unintelligible].   Well,  let  me 
tell  you,  you've  done  a  hell  of  a  job  here. 


UNIDENTIFIED : 


[Unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT; 


I  didn't  mean  for  you.   I  thought  we  had  a  boy  here. 
No,  you,  uh,  John,  uh,  carried  a  very,  very  heavy  load. 
Uh,  both  Johns  as  a  matter  of  fact,  but,  uh ,  I  was 
going  to  say,  uh,  uh,  John  Dean  is,  uh   [unintelli- 
gibile]  got  —  put  the  fires  out,  almost  got  the 
damn  thing  nailed  down  till  past  the  election  and  so 
forth.   We  all  know  what  it  is.   Embarrassing  God 
damn  thing  the  way  it  went,  and  so  forth.   But,  in 
my  view,  uh,  some  of  it  will  come  out;  we  will  sur- 
vive it.   That's  the  way  it  is.   That's  the  way 
you've  got  to  look  at  it. 


DEAN: 


We  were  within  a  few  miles  months  ago,  but,  uh. 


we  re  — 
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PRESIDENT: 


The  point  is,  get  the  God  damn  thing  over  with. 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


That's  right. 

That's  the  thing  to  do.  That's  the  other  thing  that 
I  like  about  this.   IM  like  to  get  —  But  you  really 
would  draw  the  line  on  —  But.  I  know,  we  can't  nal;e 
a  complete  cave  and  have  the  people  go  up  there  and 
testify.  You  would  agree  on  that? 


MITCHELL: 


I  agree. 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


You  agree  on  that,  John? 

If  we're  in  the  posture  of  everything  short  of 
giving  them  a  public  session  [unintelligible]  and 
the  whole  deal.   You're  not  hiding  anything. 

Yeah.   Particularly  if,  particularly  if  we  have  the 
Dean  statement. 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT : 


DEAN: 


And  they've  been  given  out. 

And  your  view  about  the  Dean  statement  is  to  give 
that  to  the  Committee  and  not  make  it  public,  however. 

That's  correct,  I  think  that's  — 
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PRESIDENT:     And  say  it's,  uh  — 


MITCHELL:      Give  it  to  the  Committee  for  the  purpose 


PSESIPENT:     —  the  purpose  of  their  investigation. 


MITCHELL:       [Unintelligible]  to  limit  the  number  of  witnesses 


PRESIDENT: 


MITCHELL : 


PRESIDENT: 


MITCHELL : 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 

which  are  called  up  there,  instead  of  a  buck-shot 
operation.  ^ 

And  say  here,  and  also  say,  "This  may  help  you  in  your 

It 
investigation. 

Right . 

"This  is  everything  -.'e  know,  Mr.  Senator."  That's  what 
I  was  preparing  to  say.   "This  is  everything  we  know; 
I  know  nothing  more.   This  is  the  whole  purpose,  and 
that's  that.   If  you  need  any  further  information,  my, 
our  counsel  will  furnish  it,  uh,  that  is  not  in  here." 
It'd  be  tempting  to  ~  "Put  this  is  all  we  know. 
Now,  in  addition  to  that,  you  are  welcome  to  have,  have 
people,  but  you've  got  to  have"  —  I  think  that  the 
best  way  to  have  it  is  in  executive  session,  but 
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incidentally,  you  say  executive  session  for  those 
out  of  government  as  well  as  in? 


MITCHELL:      That's  right. 


PRESIDENT:     Chap in  and  Colson  should  be  called  in. 


DEAN: 


[Unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT: 


I  would  think  so. 


MITCHELL : 


Sure.   Because  you  have  the  same  problem. 


PRESIDENT:     You  see  we  ask  —  but  your  point  —  we  ask  for,  uh, 
the  privilege,  and  at  least,  you  know,  we,  we,  our 
statement  said  it  applies  to  former  as  well  as  present 
[unintelligible] 


DEAN: 


Now,  our  statement  —  you  leave  a  lot  of  flexibility 
that  you  normally  —  for  one  thing,  taking  the  chance 
appearing,  and  uh,  however,  informal  relationships 
will  always  be  worked  out  [unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT: 


Informal  relations. 


DEAN: 


That's  right. 


MITCHELL: 


You  have  the  same  basis  — 
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PRESIDENT:     Well,  it  might.   When  I  say  that,  that,  that  — 
the  written  interrogatory  thing  is  not  as  clear 
[unintelligible]  maybe  Ervin  is  making  it  that  way,  but 
I  think  that's  based  on  what  maybe,  uh,  we  said  that 
the  —  I  don't  think  1  said  we  would  only  write,  in, 
in  the  press  conference,  written  interrogatories. 


DEAN: 


That's  right.   I  don't  think 


PRESIDENT: 


I  didn't  say  that  at  all. 


DEAN: 


Ervin  just  jumped  to  that  conclusion  as  a  result  of  my 
letter  to,  uh  — 


PRESIDENT: 


I  think  that's  what  it  was. 


DEAN: 


I  think  that's  what's  happened. 


PRESIDENT:     Not  that  your  letter  was  wrong  —  it  was  right.   But,  uh, 
the  whole  written  interrogatory,  we  didn't  discuss  other 
possibilities. 

MITCHELL:      With  respect  to  your  ex-employees,  you  have  the  same 

problem  of  getting  into  areas  of  privileged  communica- 
tions. You  certainly  can  make  a  good  case  for  keeping 
them  in  executive  session. 
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PRESIDENT:  That's   right. 

MITCHELL:     [Unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:    And,  and  in  this  sense  the  precedent  for  working  ~  you 
can  do  it  in  cases  in  the  future,  which  [unintelligible] 
executive  session,  and  then  the  privilege  can  be  raised 
without  having,  uh,  on  a  legal  basis,  without  having  the 
guilt  by  the  Fifth  Amendment,  not  like  pleading  the  Fifth 
Amendment  — 

MITHCELL:     Right. 

PRESIDENT:    the  implication  always  being  raised. 

MITCHELL:     [Unintelligible]  and  self -protection  in  that  view? 


PRESIDENT:    What?  Yeah. 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


[Unintelligible]  Fifth  Anendip.ent. 


That's  right.   That's  what  we're  going  to  do  here. 


MITCHELL:     Those  ~  boy,  this  thing  has  to  be  turned  around. 
Got  to  get  you  off  the  lid. 

PRESIDENT:     Right 


DEAN: 


All  right. 


PRESIDENT:    All  right,  fine.  Chuck. 

MITHCELL:     Good  to  see  you. 

PRESIDENT:    How  long  were  you  in  Florida?   Just,  uh 
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MITCHELL:      I  was  down  there  overnight.   I  was  four  hours  on  the 
witness  stand  testifying  for  the  government  in  these, 
uh,  racket  cases  involving  wiretapping.   The  God 
damn  fool  Judge  down  there  let  them  go  all  over  the 
lot  and  ask  me  any  questions  that  they  wanted  to.   Just 
ridiculous.   You  know,  this  had,  all  has  to  do  with 
the  discretionary  act  of  signing  a  piece  of  paper 
that  I'm  authorized  by  the  statute.   There  were  twenty- 
seven  hood  lawyers  that  questioned  me. 

PRESIDENT:     You  know,  uh,  the,  uh,  you,  you  can  say  when  I  [unin- 
telligible] I  was  going  to  say  that  the,  uh  ■ —  [Picks 
up  phone]  Can  you  get  me  Prime  Minister  Trudeau  in 
Canada,  please.   [Hangs  up]   I  was  going  to  say  that 
Dean  has  really  been,  uh,  something  on  this. 

MITCHELL:      That  he  has,  Mr.  President,  no  question  about  it,  he's 
a  very  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Son-of-a-bitching  tough  thing. 


MITCHELL:      You've  got  a  very  solid  guy  that's  handled  some  tough 

things.   And,  I  also  want  to  say  these  lawyers  that  you 
have  think  very  highly  of  him .   1  know  that  John 
spends  his  time  with  certain  ones  — 
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Dean?  Discipline  is  very  high. 


MITCHELL:      Parkinson,  O'Brien. 

PRESIDENT:     Yes,  Dean  says  it's  great.  Well,  you  know  I  feel  for 
all  the  people,  you  know,  I  mean  everybody  that's  in- 
volved. Hell,  is  all  we're  doing  is  their  best  to 
[unintelligible]  and  so  forth.   [Unintelligible].  That's, 
that's  why  I  can't  let  you  go,  go  down.   John? 
It's  all  right.   Come  in. 


DEAN: 


Uh 


PRESIDENT:     Did  you  find  out  anything? 


DEAN: 


I  was,  I  went  over  to  Ziegler's  office.  They  have  an 
office  over  there.  Paul  O'Brien '11  be  down  here  in  a 
little  while  to  see  you.  I'm  going  over  to  Ziegler's 
office  and  finish  this  up  now. 


MITCHELL : 


Are  you  coming  back? 


DEAN: 


Yes,  I'll  come  back  over  here  then. 


MITCHELL : 
PRESIDENT ; 


Okay. 

Yeah.   Well,  when  you  come  back  —  he  can,  uh,  is  that 
office  open  for  John  now? 
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Yes. 


PRESIDENT: 


Then  he  can  go  over  there  as  soon  [unintelligible]  this.   But, 

uh,  the,  uh,  the  one  thing  I  don't  want  to  do  is  to  — 

Now  let  me  make  this  clear.   I,  I,  I  thought  it  was,  uh. 

very,  uh,  very  cruel  thing  as  it  turned  out  —  although 

at  the  time  I  had  to  tell  [unintelligible]  —  what 

happened  to  Adams.   I  don't  want  it  to  happen  with 

Watergate  -  the  Watergate  matter.   I  think  he  made  a, 

made  a  mistake,  but  he  shouldn't  have  been  sacked,  he 

shouldn't  have  been  —  And,  uh,  for  that  reason,  I  am 

perfectly  willing  to  —  I  don't  give  a  shit  what 

happens.   I  want  you  all  to  stonewall  it,  let  them 

plead  the  Fifth  Amendment,  cover-up  or  anything  else, 

if  it'll  save  it  —  save  the  plan.   That's  the  whole 

point.   On  the  other  hand,  uh,  uh,  I  would  prefer,  as 

I  said  to  you,  that  you  do  it  the  other  way.   And  I 

would  particularly  prefer  to  do  it  that  other  way  if 

it's  going  to  come  out  that  way  anyway.   And  that  my 

view,  that,  uh,  with  the  number  of  jackass  people  that 

they've  got  that  they  can  call,  they're  going  to  —  The 

story  they  get  out  through  leaks,  charges,  and  so  forth, 

and  innuendos,  will  be  a  hell  of  a  lot  worse  than  the _ 

story  they're  going  to  get  out  by  just  letting  it 

out  there. 
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MITCHELL:      Well  ~ 

PRESIDENT:     I  don't  know.   But  that's,  uh,  you  know,  up  to  this  point, 
the  whole  theory  has  been  containment,  as  you  know,  John. 

>n:TCHELL:      Yeah. 

PRESIDENT:     And  now,  now  we're  shifting.  As  far  as  I'm  concerned, 
actually  from  a  personal  standpoint,  if  you  weren't 
making  a  personal  sacrifice  —  it's  unfair  —  Haldeman 
and  Dean.  That's  what  Eisenhower  —  that's  all  he 
cared  about.  He  only  cared  about  —  Christ,  "Be  sure 
he  was  clean."  Both  in  the  fund  thing  and  the  Adams 
thing.  But  I  don't  look  at  it  that  way.  And  I  just  — 
That's  the  thing  I  am  really  concerned  with.   We're 
going  to  protect  our  people,  if  we  can. 

>aTCHELL:      Well,  the  important  thing  is  to  get  you  up  above  it  for 

this  first  operation.  And  then  to  see  where  the  chips  fall 
and,  uh,  and,  uh,  get  through  this  Grand  Jury  thing  up  here. 
Uh,  then  the  Committee  is  another  question.   [Telephone  rings] 
What  we  ought  to  have  is  a  reading  as  to  what  is  [telephone 
rings]  coming  out  of  this  Committee  and  we,  if  we  handle  the 
cards  as  it  progresses.   [Telephone  rings] 

PRESIDENT:     Yeah.   But  anyway,  we'll  go  on.   And,  uh,  I  think  in  order 
—  it'll  probably  turn  just  as  well,  getting  them  in  the 
position  of,  even  though  it  hurts  for  a  little  while. 


-97- 


(204) 


MITCHELL : 


1.1     TRANSCRIPT  OF  MARCH  22,    1973  MEETING 


Yeah, 


PRESIDENT:     You  know  what  I  mean.   People  say,  "Well,  the  President's 
[unintelligible],"  and  so  forth.   Nothing  is  lasting.   You 
know  people  get  so  disturbed  about  [unintelligible].   Now, 
when  we  do  move  [unintelligible]  we  can  move,  in  a,  in  a, 
in  a,  in  the  proper  way. 

MITCHELL:      If  you  can  do  it  in  a  controlled  way  it  would  help  and 

good,  but,  but,  but  the  other  thing  you  have  to  remember 
is  that  this  stuff  is  going  to  come  out  of  that  Committee, 
whether  — 

PRESIDENT:     That's  right. 


MITCHELL: 


And  it's  going  to  come  out  no  matter  what. 


PRESIDENT:     As  if,  as  if  I,  and  then  it  looks  like  I  tried  to  keep 
it  from  coming  out. 

MITCHELL:      That's  why  it's  important  that  that  statement  go  up  to 
the  Committee. 

PRESIDENT;      [Picks  up  phone]   Hello,   I  don't  want  to  talk.   Sure. 
[Hangs  up]    Christ.   Sure,  we'll  — 

MITCHELL:      It's  like  these  Gray,  Gray  hearings.   They  had  it  five 
days  running  that  the  files  were  turned  over  to  John 
Dean,  just  five  days  running  —  the  same  story. 


-98- 


(205) 


2.1     TRANSCRIPT  OF  MARCH  22,    1973  MEETING 


PRESIDENT : 
MITCHELL: 
PRESIDENT: 
MITCHELL: 

PRESIDENT : 


MITCHELL : 
PRESIDENT: 
MITCHELL : 
PRESIDENT: 


MITCHELL : 


Same  story. 

Right . 

The  files  should  have  been  turned  over. 

Just  should  have,  should  have  demanded  them.   You  should 
have  demanded  all  of  them. 

[Unintelligible]  what  the  hell  was  he  doing 
as  counsel  to  the  President  without  getting  them?   He 
was  ~  I  told  him  to  conduct  an  investigation,  and 
he  did. 

I  know. 

Well,  it's  like  everything  else. 

Anything  else  for  us  to  — 

Get  on  that  other  thing.   If  Baker  can  --  Baker  is  not 
proving  much  of  a  reed  up  to  this  point.   He's  smart 
enough. 

Howard  is  smart  enough,  but,  uh,  we've  got  to  carry 
him.   Uh,  I  think  he  has  and  I've  been  puzzling  over 
a  way  to  have  a  liaison  with  him  and,  and,  uh  ~ 


-99- 


(206) 


PRESIDENT; 


1.1     TRANSCRIPT  OF  MARCH  22,    1973  MEETING 

He  won't  talk  on  the  phone  with  anybody  according  to 
Kleindienst.   He  thinks  his  phone  is  tapped. 


MITCHELL : 


He  does? 


PRESIDENT: 


Who's  tapping  his  phone? 


MITCHELL : 


I  don't  know. 


PRESIDENT:     Who  would  he  think,  who  would  he  think  would  tap  his 
phone?   I  guess  maybe  that  we  would. 


MITCHELL : 


I  don't  doubt  that. 


PRESIDENT: 


He  must  think  that  Ervin 


MITCHELL: 


Maybe . 


PRESIDENT: 


Or,  or  a  newspaper. 


MITCHELL:      Newspaper,  or,  or  the  Democratic  Party,  or  somebody. 

There's  got  to  be  somebody  to  liaison  with  Kleindienst 
to  get  in  a  position  where  —  It's  all  right  from  fore- 
knowledge through  Kleindienst. 
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PRESIDENT: 


MITCHELL : 


PRESIDENT: 


You  really  wonder  if  you  take  Wally  Johnson  and,  uh  ~ 
He's  a  pretty  good  boy,  isn't  he? 

Yeah.   [Unintelligible] 

You  might,  you  might  throw  that  out  to  Dean.   Dean  says 
he  doesn't  want  to  be  in  such  a,  such  a  public  position. 
He  talked  to  the  Attorney  General  [unintelligible]  Wally 
Johnson.   And  he  said  that  — 


MITCHELL : 


Well,  he  will  be  in  the  Department, 


PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 


MITCHELL: 
PRESIDENT: 
MITCHELL : 
PRESIDENT ; 


MITCHELL: 


talking  to  the  Department. 

[Unintelligible]  Mansfield's  down  there  -- 

Everything  else  under  control? 

Yeah,  we're  all  doing  fine.   I  think,  though,  that 
as  long  as,  uh,  everyone  and  so  forth  is  a,  uh  ~ 
[unintelligible]  still  [unintelligible] 

All  of  Washington  -  the  public  interest  in  this  thing, 
you  know. 


PRESIDENT:     Isn't  Nash,  [unintelllplble]  Earl  Nash 

worries  the  shit  out  of  us  here  in  regard,  regarding 

[unintelligible] 
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MITCHELL:      Just  in  time. 

PRESIDENT:     But  the  point  is  that,  uh,  I  don't  — -  There's  no  need 
for  him  to  testify.   I  have  nothing  but  intuition,  but 
hell,  I  don't  know.   I,  but  —  Again  you  really  have 
to  protect  the  Presidency,  too.   That's  the  point. 

MITCHELL:      Well  this  does  no  violence  to  the  Presidency  at  all, 
this  concept  — 

PRESIDENT:     The  whole  scenario. 


MITCHELL: 


Yeah. 


PRESIDENT: 


MITCHELL: 


No,  it,  uh,  uh,  d — ,  that's  what  I  mean.   The  purpose  of 
this  scenario  is  to  clean  the  Presidency.   [Unintelligible] 
what  they  say  "All  right.   Here's  the  report,  we're  going 
to  cooperate  with  the  Committee,"  and  so  forth  and  so 
on.   The  main  thing  is  to  answer  [unintelligible]  and  that 
should  be  a  God  damned  satisfactory  answer,  John. 

It  should  be. 


PRESIDENT: 


Shouldn't  it. 


MITCHELL : 


It  answers  all  of  their  complaints  they've  had  to  date. 


PRESIDENT: 


That's  right.  They  get  cross-examination. 
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1.1     TRANSCRIPT  OF  MARCH  22,    1973  MEETING 
MITCHELL:      Right.   They  get  everything  but  the  public  spectacle. 

PRESIDENT:     Public  spectacle.   And  the  reason  we  don't  have  that 
is  because  you  have  to  argue 

MITCHELL:      They  have  to  argue  and  — 

PRESIDENT:     on  a  legal  and  you  don't  want  them  to  be,  uh, 
used  as  a,  uh,  uh,  for  unfairly,  to,  to  have 
somebody  charged . 

MITCHELL:      It's  our  fault  that  you  have  somebody  charged  with  not 
answering  the  Committee's  questions  [unintelligible]  to 
John,  make  sure  you  put  it  in  make  sure  that  you  put 
it  again  in  the  argument,  the  clean  record,  and  that's 
the  reason  why  you  have  an  executive  session.   Because 
the  record  that  comes  out  of  it  is  clean.   But,  uh, 
in  areas  of  dispute  — 

PRESIDENT:     I'd  rather  think,  though,  that  all  of  their  yakking 
about  this,  uh,  we  often  said,  John  —  we've  got 
problems . 

MITCHELL:       [Unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:     Might  cost  them  [unintelligible].   Think  of  their 
problems.   They,  those  bastards  are  really  — 
they're  just  really  something.   Where  is  their 
leadership? 
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MITCHELL:       They  don't  have  any  leadership,  and  they're  leaping 
on  every  new  issue. 


NOTE:   At  this  point  a  portion  of  the  discussion 
has  been  deleted. 
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2.      On  March  22,  1973,  during  the  meeting  specified  In  the  preceding 
paragraph,  the  President  telephoned  Attorney  General  Klelndlenst  and 
spoke  to  him  from  2:19  to  2:26  p.m.  According  to  the  White  House  log 
of  meetings  and  conversations  between  the  President  and  the  Attorney 
General,  except  for  the  President's  cabinet  meeting  on  March  9,  the 
last  previous  meeting  or  conversation  between  the  President  and  Attorney 
General  Klelndlenst  occurred  on  March  1,  1973.  The  President  directed 
Klelndlenst  to  be  the  Administration's  contact  with  Senator  Howard 
Baker  In  connection  with  the  hearings  to  be  conducted  by  the  Senate 
Select  Committee.  He  asked  Klelndlenst  to  give  Senator  Baker  "guidance," 
to  be  "our  Baker  handholder,"  to  "babysit  him,  starting  In  like,  like 
ten  minutes." 


Page 

2.1  Tape  recording  of  meeting  among  the  President, 
John  Mitchell,  H.  R.  Haldeman,  John  Ehrlichman 
and  John  Dean,  March  22,  1973,  1:57  -  3:43  p.m., 
and  House  Judiciary  Committee  transcript  there- 
of   214 

2.2  Meetings  and  conversations  between  the  President 
and  Richard  Klelndlenst,  March  22,  1973  (received 

from  White  House) 215 
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2.1  TRANSCRIPT  OF  MARCH  22^  1973  MEETING 


NOTE:   SEE_  TRANSCRIPT  PREPARED  BY  THE  IMPEACHMENT 

INQUIRY  STAFF  FOR  THE  HOUSE  JUDICIARY  COMMITTEE 
OF  A  RECORDING  OF  A  MEETING  AMONG  THE  PRESIDENT, 
JOHN  MITCHELL,   H.R.  HALDEMAN,  JOHN  EHRLICHMAN 
AND  JOHN  DEAN  ON  MARCH  22,  1973  FROM  1:57  TO 
3:43  P.M.,  PAGES  108-211. 
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2. 2     MEETINGS  AND  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND 
RICHARD  KLEINDIENST,   MARCH  22,    1972 


Richard  Kleindienst 


February  2,    1973 
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Svvearing-In  Ceremony  for  Cabinet  and 
Subcabinet  --  Kleindienst  attended 


February  8,   1973 
AM  8:00         9:51 


Breakfast  Meeting  with  Members  of  the 
Cabinet  --  Kleindienst  attended 


February  16,   1973 
AM  9:39         9:44 


Cabinet  Meeting  --  Kleindienst  attended 


March  1,    1973 

AM  9:36 

10:52         10:56 


President  received  local  call  from  Kleindienst 
President  placed  local  call  to  Kleindienst 


March  9,   1973 

AM  10:14         12:09PM 


Cabinet  Meeting  --  Kleindienst  attended 


March  22,    1973 

PM  2:19        2:26 


President  placed  local  call  to  Kleindienst 


March  23,    1973 


PM 


4:42 

4:59         5:12 


February  23,    1973 
AM        10:08       10:52 


President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Kleindienst 
President  received  bng  distance  call  from 
Kleindienst 


President  met  with  Kleindienst 
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3.      On  the  morning  of  March  23,  1973  Judge  John  Sirica  read  in  open 
court  a  letter  that  James  McCord  had  written  on  March  19,  1973.   The 
letter  alleged  in  part  that  political  pressure  to  plead  guilty  and 
remain  silent  had  been  applied  to  the  defendants  in  the  Watergate  trial; 
that  perjury  had  occurred  during  the  trial;  and  that  others  involved  in 
the  Watergate  operation  were  not  identified  when  they  could  have  been 
by  those  testifying.  At  this  time.  Judge  Sirica  deferred  final  sentenc- 
ing of  all  defendants  except  Gordon  Liddy.   Judge  Sirica  stated  that  in 
imposing  sentence  he  would  weigh  as  a  factor  the  defendants'  cooperation 
with  the  ongoing  Watergate  investigations. 


Page 

3.1  United  States  v.  Liddy  docket,  March  23,  1973, 

28-29 218 

3.2  United  States  v.  Liddy  transcript  of  proceedings, 

March  23,  1973,  2-6,  33-40 220 
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3.1     UniTED  STATES  v.    LIDDY  DOCKET,    MARCH  22.    1973,    28-29 


CRIMINAL  DOCKET 


JlIHtc^  ^tiites  pisliict  (Eouft  fui-  tljC  pistvict  uf  (llnluiiiljia 


GEORGE  GORDON   LIDDY,    et   al     „     „          1-827-72 
United  States  vs Cr.  No. ._ 


-Supplemental  Page  No, 


28 


Date 


ij.973Mai_12 


973Mar 


Proceedings 


#1,  et  al:  NOTICE  setting  Friday,  March  23,  1973,  at  10;00  a.m.,  as 


date  for  sentencing  of  defts.  Hunt.  Barker,  Martinez,  Sturgis  and 


15 


Gonzalez,  and  for  hearing  of  pending  motions  of  defts.  biddy  s.nd  McCord 
and  in  the  event  of  denial  of  the  motions,  sentencing  of  these  tvra  defts. 


will  also  take  place  immediately  f ollowin g  such  denial.  (N) 


SIRICA,  C.J. 


#1,  et  al:  LETTER  dated  3-13-73  from  Senator  Sam  J.  Ervin,  Jr.,  to 


Chief  Judge  Sirica  in  re  grand  jury  minutes  and  sealed  portions  of 


transcript. 


973Mar 


20 


#1:  RECORD  returned  from  USCA;  receipt  acknowledged. 


#3:  RECORD  returned  from  USCA;  receipt  acknowledged. 


'973Mar 


21 


#1,  et  al;  ORDER  authorizing  search  for  v/eapons  and  other  dangerous 


weapons  by  U.S.  Marshal  and/or  his  agents  of  any  and  all  persons  entering 


p73Mar  23 


I 


323tlar 


21 


lourtroom  on  March  23,  1973-  (N)  SIRICA,  C.J. 


AS  OF  MARCH  20,  1973: 


#3 : (McCord):  Letter  dated  3-19-73  from  deft  to  Judge  Sirica,  together 


with  carbon  copy  of  a  letter  \<rri tten  by  deft  to  Walter  Rugabee  on  3-19-7 


both  of  which  were  inserted  in  a  whi te  envelope  6"x4"  bearing  a  type- 
\jritten  notation  "Judge  John  J.Sirica-Personal"  &  with  a  pen:  &  ink 


notation  "J.W. McCord"  appearing  on  reverse  and/or  sealing  side  which  def 


delivered  to  Judge  Sirica's  chambers  on  3-20-73.  together  with  transcrip 


of  proceeding's  held  in  Judge  Sirica's  chambers  thereafter,  together  wit 


notes  of  Court  Reporter  Nicholas  Sokal,  ORDERED  SEALED  UNTIL  FURTHER 


ORDER  OF  COURT. 


(CONTINUED 


#3 (McCord) :  Both  sealed  letters  referred  to  in  entry  of  3-20-73, 


Court  Reporter. 


together  with  transcript  of  pro c e edings ^ he Id  in  Judge  Sirica's  chamber s _ 
(_pages_rj.U_J.ncJL._Nicholas  Sokal.  Court  Reporter)  (Court '  s  Copy),  ORDER 
UNSEALED  IN  OPEN  COURT  &  FILED;  stenographic  notes  returned  to  Mr. Sokal, 


#3(McCord):  MOTION  of  deft  filed  3-8-73  for  judgment  of  acquittal  o 
alternatively  for  a  new  trial,  heard  &   denied.  Order  to  be  presented. 
ON  NEXT  PAGE)  
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2.1     UNITED  STATES  v.    LIDDY  DOCKET,   MARCH  23,    197 Z,    28-29 


CRIMINAL   DOCKET 
^lldtl•^  ^§tatcs  Jlislrirt  (Lmirt  fur  tla-  Jlistvirt  uf  Calumbia 

>ted  States  vs0^0^9U^^m.Hm..IlAl^^      1827-72  -       suppWntal  Pa.e  No.  29 

Proceedings 


«Iax 


23. 


(COJSIXINIJEIL  FROM  .PREVIOUS  ..PAGE) 

#3J>lcCordlj__Se.ntencing   cqnt^  3-30-73. 

-- —  #.l.(Liddy)_:_  MOTION  of  deft   filed  by  dg ft   on  2-~l-13~fo7']^d?^~^^~ 

_acquit^t_al^or   aUernatively   for   a  new_trial  &_to_arres^t   judgment   orTThe 
-^irst-count  _of  _the   indictment,   kear_d^&^  deniedi_p_rder_to_be^  presented,  il 

#L(Li_ddylj__Sj:NTENCEDj_  20  rnonths__tg_  5_years   &  to"  pay  a   f ine   of~  ""  '        "  \ 

$10,000.00  on  Count    1    (Conspj.racv-18   USC   371);  ~^i; 

5   years    to   15  years   on  Counts    2  &  3    (Burg.  II_^"2"2l3CC   ISOltT;    said   ser^^js 


-Cxuicmx.eat_with_e.ach_other_&„concurrent  with  sentence   imposed  on     „ 
Count   1; ; — l' 


20  months_to_5   ye^rs   on  each  of^ounts^j,    5  &  8    (Unlawful   endeavor   to 
mtercept_  oral  &_w_ire  _communj_catior^^  ,    said   sentence's" 


as    to   imprisonment  ._under_C ount s^  4  &  5  &  8   to  run   concurrent  with  each 


h. 


ar 


26 


irra^D) 


acquittal  or  alternatively^j;or  _a^new_brTa.1_-_^  C.J. 


,other  &  consecjjitiveto   sen^nc^s^impospjMiriHpr  Counts    1,    2  &  3,    but 


seRtences_as^_to   thejines   on  Counts   4,    5  &  8   are   to  be   cumulative;    from 


£QregQing^_santances^mpos£d-,_JLt_is,_C_Qiirt.Ls_Jnt.en_tion  that   deft   servg_g_ 


,total_sentence_of_6_y^ar^  ji^SjonJhs^^  years   &   to   pay  a   fine   of 

$40.000.00:    deft   tg_s^and_comniitted_until   fine   is   paid   or  deft   is    otherwise 


released   in   accor_dancf  wmi   law;^  remanded 


#2,4,5,6, 7  (HurU:^^arjc^erj_JtoM;jjTez ,  jturg^^^  : COMMITTED  pursuant 


^o   section  4208ib)^J,8_USC^for   observation    ,    study,    report~&  recommendatiipn . 

J^2XHaftll  1  ^.de f t . c onTrin^ted^;_commitment    issued.  || 

#4,5,6,7:  Remanded.  "  ' 


SIRjCA^.j^__Rep-jj[.Soka]^   l-Peter__U  Thomas  a  Kennelly ,Attys 


2-William  0.  Blttman  &  Austin  S .Mittler ,Attys 


3-Gerald_Aj£ijr;§rnar^ 


#l^_raDER  denying jnotlons^of_^ert,_f^ 


_i^..°.^2.RJl"yinc  motion  of  ^eft_.    file£  3-8-73   for^  judgment  of 
acquittal  or  alternatively  for  a  new  trial.    (N)   SIRICA,   C.J. 


#1:    JUDGt/IENT  AND   COMiMimffiNT   of   3-23-73^ 


|! 
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3.2     UNITED  STATES  V.   LIDDY  TRANSCRIPT  OF  PROCEEDINGS,   MARCH  23,    1973, 

2-6.    33-40 2 

(Defendants  present  in  court.) 

TI-E  COURT:   Good  inorning. 

I  have  a  preliminary  matter  which  we  will  consider 
before  argimsnts  on  the  motions  and  sentencing. 

The  defendant  Mr.  McCord  sent  a  letter  to  me  last 
Tuesday,  March  20th,  by  way  of  a  probation  officer.    In  the 
presence  of  the  probation  officer,  my  two  law  clerks  and  the 
court  reporter  I  opened  the  envelope  and  read  into  the  record 
the  two  enclosures  it  contained.  The  letters  and  the  transcript 
v?ere  then  sealed  until  further  order  of  the  Court.   I  have  con- 
sidered this  ccsnniunication  frcm  Mr.  HcCord  as  a  supplenent  to 
the  presentence  report  in  his  case.   I  am  now  ordering  unsealed 
those  letters  and  the  transcript  of  proceedings  of  March  20,  197 
They  will  be  filed  in  the  record.  The  two  letters  are  brief  anc 
I  will  read  thcsi  now  for  the  benefit  of  counsel  before  we  procs= 
further.  Let  me  have  the  letter. 

(The  clerk  unsealed  the  envelope  and  handed 
the  contents  to  the  Court.) 

The  first  one  I  shall  read  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  datec 
March  19,  addressed  to  Kr.  Walter  Rugaber  of  the  New  York  Times, 
Washington.  D.C.: 

"Dear  Mr.  Ru-abcr: 

"The  Kc\;  York  Times  issue  of  March  19,  1973, 
page  30  carries  a  story  ralative  to  an  alleged  strong-ani 
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activities  attributed  to  Mr.  Bernard  Barker  and  associates 
by  one  Rcinaldo  Pico.   In  the  article  by  juxtaposition 
my  naae  is  mentioned  in  connection  with  such  activities. 
"As  I  have  telephonically  advised  your  office  after 
seeing  the  article  I  have  no  knowledge  of  or  connection 
with  any  such  strong-arm  activities  referred  to  in  the 
article.   Neither  have  I  ever  met  Mr.  Pico  to  my  knowledge, 

"You  made  no  effort  to  contact  my  attorneys  or  me 
prior  to  publication  of  the  article  which  I  regret  since 
we  could  have  stated  for  publication  what  I  just  said  above 

Very  truly  yours , 
James  W.  McCord,  Jr." 
The  other  letter  dated  March  19  on  the  letterhead  of 
James  U.  McCord,  Jr.,  7  Winder  Court,  Rockville,  Maryland, 
addressed  to  Judge  Sirica  states: 

•  "Certain  questions  have  been  posed  to  roe  from  your 
honor  through  the  probation  officer,  dealing  with  details 
cf  the  case,  motivations,  intent  and  mitigating  circum- 
stances, 

"In  endeavoring  to  respond  to  these  questions,  I  am 
whipsawed  in  a  variety  of  legalities.  First,  I  may  be 
called  before  a  Senate  Co:rjnitteo  investigating  this 
matter.   Secondly,  I  laay  be  involved  in  a  civil  suit; 
and  thirdly  there  may  be  a  new  trial  at  some  future  date. 
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2-6,    33-40 

•Fourthly,  the  Frcbatica  officer  nay  be  called  before  the 
cnatc  Co'-'-ittc-a  to  present  tccti.T.ony  resarding  tjhat  n-.ay 
othf  ru:.3a  b-  a  r.rlvrllcc'-d  cc-nunlcatioa  betv;een  defendant 
and  Jud-e,  as  I  understand  it;  if  I  ansv;ered  certain  questjlc- 
to  tli3  prcbr.tion  officer,  it  is  possible  such  e.nsiiers   could 
becoT.e  a  natter  of  record  in  the  Senate  and  therefore 
available  for  use  in  the  other  proceedings  just  described. 
My  ans-vers  v;ould,  it  would  seen  to  me,  to  violate  my  Fifth 
AraendTient  richtc  ,  and  possibly  my  Sixth  A-nendnient  right 
to  counsel  and  possibly  other  rights. 

"On  the  other  hand,  to  fail  to  answer  your  questions 
may  appear  to  be  non-cooperation,  and  I  can  therefore  expe 
a  much  more  severe  sentence. 

"There  are  further  considerations  which  are  not  to  be 
lightly  l;akan.   Several  members  of  my  family  have  expressed 
fear  for  my  life  if  I  disclose  knowledge  of  the  facts  in. 
this  matter,  either  publicly  or  to  any  government  repre- 
sentative,  vniereas  I  do  not  share  their  concerns  to  the 
same  degree,  nevertheless,  I  do  believe  that  retaliatory 
measures  will  be  taken  against  me,  my  family,  and  my 
friends  should  1  disclose  such  facts.   Such  retaliation 
could  destroy  careers,  incatie,  and  reputations  of  persons 
who  are  innocent  of  any  guilt  whatever. 

"Be  that  as  it  may,  in  the  interests  of  justice,  and 
in  the  interests  of  restoring  faith  in  the  criminal  justice 
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2-6,32-40  '  ' 


Indistinct  dociiment  retyped  by 

House  Judiciary  Commlctee  staff  - 

system,  which  faith  has  been  severely  damaged  in  this  case, 
I  will  state  the  following  to  you  at  this  tine  which  I 
hope  may  be  of  help  to  you  in  meting  out  justice  in  this 
case: 

"1.   There  was  political  pressure  applied  to  the 

defendants  to  plead  guilty  and  remain  silent. 
"2.   Perjury  occurred  during  the  trial  in  matters 

highly  material  to  the  very  structure,  orientation 
and  inpact  of  the  government's  case,  and  to  the 
motivation  and  intent  of  the  defendants. 
"3.   Others  involved  in  the  Watergate  operation  were 

not  identified  during  the  trial,  when  they  could 
have  been  by  those  testifying. 
"4.   The  Watergate  operation  was  not  a  CIA  operation. 
The  Cubans  may  have  been  misled  by  others  into 
believing  that  It  was  a  CIA  operation.  I  know 
for  a  fact  that  it  was  not. 
5.   Some  statements  were  unfortunately  made  by  a 

witness  which  left  the  Court  with  the  impression 
that  he  was  stating  untruths,  or  withholding 
facts  of  his  knowledge,  when  in  fact  only  honest 
errors  of  memory  were  involved. 
"6.   My  motivations  were  different  than  those  of  the 
others  Involved,  but  were  not  limited  to.  or 
simply  those  offered  in  my  defetise  during  the 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 
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2-6,    33-40 . . 


system , 


'licln   jTH^. nil   tui s    bs^ 


■i-i'L-j  c.-jr^^^ad   ip.   th5.s   cacc 

.  t   this    tir?.2  vjhich   I 
, L;-.^   cuL;    justice    in   this 


I  will   Gt::te   the   foilo-.-'in^     .0 
hope  may  be   of   help    to   you    \:.  . 
case: 

"1.      There  was  politi'.i-  ■    pv-.^L-.-i-ire  r^^plied  to  the 

defendants    to  pic  ..J   irx:.'.ty  and   rsnain  silent. 
"2.      Perjury  occurred  dcriii.;    -he  trial   in  matters 

highly  material   to  z'r.2    -•■rry  ?rcracture,    oricntati<: 
.    and   impact   of   tii;:     '.o-'-r;a'-'eat '  ;    case,    and   to   the 
motivation  and   i-i' . ■  .v   ■■■J.   the  defendants. 
"3.      Others    involved   ;'.i    .'-i  '..■-■-ei.rj-Le  operation  were 
not  identified  do  .ii ;;;   ;:'..■•-  trl-.l,  "when  they  could 
have  been  by   the::?.   LeLvr.-Li'ying. 
"4.      The  Watergate  op'.;.  ■r:tio.'   ■.  ns   net   a  C1j\  operation. 
•The   Cubans  may  h?.v:t  be-.-t  rriisl'.d  by   others    into 
believing  that   it  \:rz   a    "lA  cf-cration.      I  Icnov; 
for  a  fact   that   ii:  x?::-.":   .:.'jl. 
"5.      Some  statements  \:c:o.  ui.:.:.'rtun.:tely  made  by  a 

witness  vhich  Icfv.   t'..-.   L'o-irt  -.Ith  the   :'npressicr» 
that  he  v;a3   statin-  ur.r  .-.;.;h£,    or  --Jithholding 
facts   of  his   knov;lt:  i~C;    ..'hen   in   fact   oi;ly  honest 
errors   of  ner.ory  v.cre    j  i.volvc.'. . 
-"6,.      My  raotivatioris  v;o:--  d.i     .'.rcni;    .-I. an   tliose   of   the 
others    involved,    bi;L  worn   not    lirritcd   to,    or 
simply   those   offer ..l1    ii'.     .  ,•   dc:_"cnsc  curint^   the 
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trial.   This  is  no  fault  of  my  attorneys,  but    i 

! 

of  tliC  circLT.istaaces  uadcr  v.'hich  we  Yi^d   to  pre- 
pare i^.y  defense. 
'n^  sentence,  I  vjould  appreciate  the  opportunity 
to  talk  ".;ith  you  privately  in  chambers.   Since  1  cannot 
.feel  confident  in  talking  vjith  an  FBI  agent,  in  testifying 
before  a  Grand  Jury  ;;hose  U.S.  Attorneys  work  for  the 
Department  of  Justice,  or  in  talking  with  other  govern- 
ment representatives,  such  a  discussion  with  you  vjould  be 
of  assist;ance  to  me. 
,  "I  have  not  discussed  the  above  with  my  attorneys  as  a 
matter  of  protection  for  them. 
"I  give  this  statement  freelj'  and  voluntarily,  fully  reali; 
that  I  mcy  be  prosecuted  for  giving  a  false  statement  to 

'   '  i 

a  Judxcr.sl  official,  if  the  statements  herein  axe.   knovjingly 

untrue.   The  statements  are  true  and  correct  to  the  best 

of  my  knowledge  and  belief. 

James  V7.  McCord,  Jr." 

Ue  1:111  take  a  20  minute  recess  and  I  will  hear  any 

comments  frorr.  any  attorneys  on  this, 

(Brief  recess  taken  at  10:10  a.m.) 

I 
I 
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in  fact  as  a  practical  matter  made  the  individual  ^cooperation  of 
any  one  of  them  impossible. 

Secondly,  despite  the  fact  that  prior  to  trial  these 
four  Defendants  wished  to  plead  guilty.   It  is  a  matter  of  record 
that  their|»attorney  prevented  them  from  so  doing  and  over  their 
objection  proceeded  to  make  an  opening  statement  in  which  he 
raised  a  defense  for 'Which  there  is  no  basis  in  law.   In  fact, 
though  these  four  persons  who  in  effect  may  be  perhaps  followinc 
orders  retained  this  one  attorney.   As  matters  turned  out  they 
were  his  captives  in  a  relative  sense,  if  the  Court  please,  v;e 
think  though  their  guilt  is  clear  their  moral  cupability  is  of 
a  lesser  degree. 

Thank  you. 

THE  COURT:   All  right,  let  the  Defendants  be  seated. 
Now  with  respect  to  the  five  Defendants  who  have 
.entered  guilty  pleas,  that  is,  Messrs.  Hunt,  Barker,  Martinez, 
.-Sturgis,  and  Gonzalez,  the  Court  finds  that  it  requires  more 
detailed  information  before  it  can  make  a  final  determination 
-.of  the  sentences  to  be  imposed. 

The  Court  will  therefore  implement,  at  this  time,  the 
.provisions  of  Title  18  United  States  Code  Section  4208(b).. 
That  section  reads  as  follows: 

" Cb)   If  the  Court  desires  more  detail  information 
as  a  basis  for  determining  the  sentence  to  be  imposed 
the  Court  may  commit  the  Defendant  to  the  custody 
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of  the  Attorney  General,  which  commitment  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  for  the  maximum  sentence  of  imprisonment 
prescribed  by  law,  for  a  study  as  described  in  sub- 
section (c)  hereof.   The  results  of  such  study, 
together  with  any  recommendations  which  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  Prisons  believes  would  be  helpful  in 
determining  the  disposition  of  the  case,  shall  be 
furnished  to  the  Court  within  three  months  unless  the 
Court  grants  time,  not  to  exceed  an  additional  three 
months,  for  further  study.   After  receiving  such 
reports  and  recommendations,  the  Court  may  in  its 
discretion:   (1)   Place  the  prisoner  on  probation  as  i 
authorized  by  Section  3651  of  this  Title,  or  (2)  affirm 
the  sentence  of  imprisonment,  and  commit  the  offendei 
under  any  applicable  provision  of  lav/.   The  term  of 
the  sentence  shall  run  from  date  of  original"  commit- 
ment under  this  section." 

Now  the  effect  of  the  Court's  ruling  then  is  this: 
First,  each  of  you  five  Defendants  now  before  me  are 
provisionally  committed  for  the  maximum  sentence  of  imprison- 
ment prescribed  by  law  for  your  offenses. 

Second,  a  study  v;ill  be  conducted  under  the  direction 
of  the  Bureau  of  Prisons.   Within  three  months,  the  Court  will 
be  furnished  with  the  results  of  this  study  together  with  any 
recommendations  made  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Prisons. 
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^1  Should  more  than  three  months  be  required,  the  Court 

i; 

;;:ady  grant  ciir.e  for  further  study  up  to  an  additional  three  months 


'\  Thix-d,  once  the  studies  with  respect  to  each  Defendant 

'1 

r  ire   cor-.pletsd    and   the   Court  has    analyzed   the   information   con- 
j-tdined  therein,    the   Court  v/ill   make   a   final   disposition  of  your 


'icises. 

I-  '      ' 

{'■  The   Court  v,'ill   have   basically   three   alternatives: 

II  ^ 

j;  (1-   'io  affirir.  the  sentence  of  imprisonment  originally  imposed, 

|itb.=  t  ±s ,    the  maximum  sentence;  (2)  to  reduce  the  sentence  of 

I; 

iK'.iaprisor.jnent   as    the   Court   deems   appropriate;    or,     (3)    to  place 

I; 
|i 

I' v.'ns  Dezendant  on  probation. 

ii 

jj  In  any  case,  the  terms  of  sentence  will  begin  to  run 

il 

lj::3:r.m  the  date  of  original  commitment. 

Now  the  fact  that  I  am  submitting  the  matter  for 
farther  study  does  not  mean  that  I  have  given  little  or  no 
thought  to  a  sentencing  decision.   The  Court  has  already  given- 
a  great  deal  of  consideration  to  sentencing  in  each  of  your 
cases.   I  have  carefully  studied  the  presentence  reports  and 
tJie  trial  transcripts. 

Among  other  things,  I  have  taken  into  consideration, 
and  will  keep  in  mind,  the  fact  that  each  of  you  voluntarily 
entered  pleas  of  guilty. 

On  the  other  side  of  the  scale  is  the  fact  that  none 
of  you  have  been  willing  to  give  the  Government  or  other 
appropriate  authorities  any  substantial  help  in  trying  this 
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case  or  in  investigating  the  activities  V7hich  were  the  subject 
of  this  case. 

I  think,  under  the  case  law,  the  Court  is  entitled  to 
consider  this  fact  in  determining  sentences. 

For  the  record,  I  will  cite  two  cases  which  discuss 
this  aspect  of  sentencing:   United  States  v.  Sv/eig,  454  F.2d 
181  (2nd  Circuit  1972,),  and  United  States  v.  Vermeulen,  436 
F.2d  72  (2nd  Circuit  1970) certiorari  denied  402  U.S.  911,  by  the 
Supreme  Court. 

I  believe  I  may  also  properly  suggest  to  you  that  in 
the  interval  between  now  and  when  the  Bureau  cf  Prisons  studies 
are  completed  you  give  serious  consideration  to  lending  your 
full  cooperation  to  investigating  authorities. 

Now  I_  want  to  speak  plainly  about  this  matter.   You 

will  no  doubt  be  given  an  opportunity  to  provide  information 

to  the  Grand  Jury  which  has  been,,  and  still  is,  investigating 

Select 
the  Watergate  affair  and  to  the  Senate  /   Committee  on  Presidential 

Campaign  Activities. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  each  of  you  will  take  full 

advantage  of  any  such  opportunity.   My  sentiments  in  this  regargi. 

are  identical  to  those  expressed  on  February  28thof  this  year 

by  Judge  Warren  J.  Ferguson,  a  United  States  District  Judge  in 

Los  Angeles,  California  and  a  man  for  whom  I  have  the  highest 

admiration.   Judge  Ferguson  has  before  him  a  matter  which  is, 

in  many  respects,  analogous  to  this  case.   That  proceeding  grew 
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out  of  certain  -unlawful  transactions  revealed  a  few  years'  ago 
involving  a  one-time  sergeant  major  of  the  Army.   This  man  and 
others  pleaded  guilty  before  Judge  Ferguson  on  the  28th  to  an 
information  charging  them  with  fraud  and  corruption  in  the 
operation  of  the  United  States  military  clubs  in  parts  of  Europe 
Viet  Nam  and  the  United  States.   At  the  time  of  the  plea. 
Judge  Ferguson  made  n   statement  which  I  cun  going  to  read  now. 
He  has  stated  the  matter  exceptionally  well.   I  quote: 

"There  are  various  sentencing  philosophies:   To  deter 
other  people  from  comjnitting  crime,  to  deter  the 
defendant  himself  from  committing  other  crimes  against 
the  Government,  to  rehabilitate  people  and  all  of  the 
other  various  philosophical  reasons  why  judges  sentence 
people. 

"In  this  case,  fcr  various  reasons  which  are  not 
necessary  for  the  Court  to  express  from  the  bench, 
I  am  more  concerned  that  the  activities  to  which  you 
have  pled  guilty  v/ill  not  occur  in  the  future  by  any 
other  sergeant  of  the  Array,  sergeant  major  of  the  Arm^, 
any  master  sergeant  of  the  Army,  or  any  staff  sergean-: 
of  the  Army  or  anybody  else  in  the  military  system 
and  I  don't  know  v/hether  or  not  the  three  of  you  are 
isolated  incidents  of  the  things  to  which  you  have 
pled  guilty  and  v/hether  or  not  it  is  the  system  which 
permitted  this  activity  to  take  place. 
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"The  things  we  say  here,  if  I  can  paraphrase  a  great 
President,  will  not  be  long  remembered.   You  and  I  art: 
individuals  and  life  is  pretty  slender  and  what  I  do 
to  you  basically  is  not  going  to  affect  other  sergeani; 
majors  in  the  Army  and  another  v/ar  that  comes  along 
in  our  future,  and  they  will  come.   But  I  v/ant  to  do 
all  I  can  -to  insure  that  in  future  wars  or  future 
military  operations  that  the  system,  the  system  itsel 
prohibits  the  conduct  to  which  you  have  entered  your 
guilty  pleas.   Because  if  that  is  accomplished,  then 
there  has  been  a  benefit  to  the  Government,  really. 
"I  don't  think  the  Government  wants  a  pound  of  flesh 
out  of  you.   That  is  very  little  benefit  to  the 
Government.   That  is  very  little  benefit  to  society. 
That  is  very  little  benefit  to  anybody  except  an- - 
expression  that  society  does  not  approve  of  the 
things  you  have  entered  your  guilty  pleas  to.   But 


you  will  pass  on  and  there  will  be  other  people  taking 

I 
your  place  and  Wooldridge  will  be  forgotten  about  and 

Higdon  will  be  forgotten  about  and  nobody  will 

remember  Bass  as  individuals.   There  will  be  a  flurry 

of  publicity  as  a  result  of  your  guilty  pleas, 

naturally,  but  in  a  week  or  so  it  will  be  forgotten 

about . 

"But  you  see,  I  don't  want  it  forgotten.   So  I  have 


(231) 


3.2     UNITED  STATES  V.    LIDDY  TRANSCRIPT  OF  PROCEEDINGS,   MARCH  23,    1973, 


39 


2-6,    33-40 


told  your  attorneys  that  the  sentence  that  I  will 
impose  upon  you  —  and  I  am  making  no  promise  of 
leniencies;  I  want  that  clearly  and  positively  under- 
stood; I  am  making  no  promise  of  leniency  —  but  the 
sentence  I  will  impose  will  depend  primarily  on  whether 
or  not  you  cooperate  with  the  permanent  subcommittee 
on  investigation  of  the  United  States  Senate  and  if 
you  are  asked  to  testify  and  give  evidence  before  tha^ 
permanent  subcommittee  and  if  you  testify  openly  and 
coiapletely,  regardless  of  what  the  implications  are 
to  yourself  or  to  anyone  else  or  to  the  system  so  that 
the  branch  of  the  Government  which  can  take  corrective 
action  of  the  system  is  able  to  take  action  on  the 
system  so  that  this  activity  simply  does  not  occur 
again,  then  I  will  take  that  into  consideration 
because  I  want  to  see  something  beneficial  to  the 
Government  come  out  of  these  proceedings. 
"Now,  I  don't  know  what  the  subcommittee  will  do  but 
I  fully  expect  you  to  cooperate  absolutely,  completely 
and  entirely  with  whoever  from  that  subcomjnittee, 
whether  it  is  a  Senator  or  whether  it  is  a  stuff 
investigator.   Whoever  it  is  who  interrogates  you, 
you  will  openly  and  honestly  testify." 
Now  I  believe  that  the  Watergate  affair,  gentlemen, 
the  subject  of  this  trial,  should  not  bo  forgotten.   Some  good 
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can  and  should  .corrie  from  a  revelation  of  sinister  conduct,  when- 
ever and  wherever  such  conduct  exists.   I  am  convinced  that  the 
graatest  benefit  that  can  come  from  this  prosecution  will  be  its 
ijnpact  as  a  spur  to  corrective  action  so  that  the  type  of 
activities  revealed  by  the  evidence  at  trial  will  not  be  repeated 
in  our  nation. 

For  these  treasons  I  recommend  your  full  cooperation 
with  the  Grand  Jury  and  the  Senate  Select  Committee.   You  must 
understand  that  I  hold  out  no  promises  or  hopes  of  any  kind  to 
you  in  this  matter  but  I  do  say  that  should  you  decide  to  speak 
freely  I  would  have  to  weigh  that  factor  in  appraising  what 
sentence  will  be  finally  imposed  in  this  case.   Other  factors 
will  of  course  be  considered  but  I  m.ention  this  one  because  it 
is  one  over  which  you  have  control  and  I  mean  each  one  of  the 
five  of  you. 

In  conclusion,  the  Court's  aim  is  to  acquire  a 
thorough  acquaintance  with  the  character  and  history  of  the 
Defendants  so  as  to  be  able  to  impose  that  sentence  which  most 
fully  comports  with  justice  in  each  individual  case. 
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4.      On  the  morning  of  March  23,  1973  members  of  the  press  attempted 
to  question  John  Dean  regarding  Patrick  Gray's  testimony  at  his  confirma- 
tion hearings  on  the  previous  day  that  Dean  "probably  lied"  when  he  told 
FBI  agents  on  June  22,  1972  that  he  did  not  know  whether  Howard  Hunt  had 
a  White  House  office.  Later  in  the  morning  of  March  23  Dean  was  informed 
by  Paul  O'Brien,  an  attorney  for  CRP,  that  a  letter  from  James  McCord  to 
Judge  Sirica  had  been  read  in  open  court.   Dean  has  testified  that  he 
then  telephoned  Ehrlichman  to  inform  him  of  McCord' s  letter  and  that 
Ehrlichman  stated  he  had  already  received  a  copy.   In  the  early  after- 
noon of  March  23  the  President  telephoned  Dean  from  Key  Biscayne.   Dean 
has  testified  that  the  President  told  him,  "Well,  John,  you  were  right 
in  your  prediction."  Dean  has  testified  that  the  President  suggested 
that  Dean  and  his  wife  go  to  Camp  David  and  get  some  relaxation,  and 
that  Dean  analyze  the  situation  and  report  back  to  him. 
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4.2  L.  Patrick  Gray  testimony,  SJC,  Gray  Nomination 
Hearings,  March  22,  1973,  671 238 

4.3  Meetings  and  conversations  between  the  President 
and  John  Dean,  March  23,  1973  (received  from 
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(235) 


4.1     JOHN  DEAN  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  25,    1973.    3  SSC  2002-03 

1002 

Se:iat<3-  Baxer's  staff  was  very  desirous  of  a  meedng  r.o  get  guidance. 
It  was  at  this  point  that  the  President  called  tni;  Attorney  General 
and  told  him  that  he  should  gee  up  to  meet  with  Senator  Baker  as 
soon  as  possible  and  get  some  of  these  problems  regarding  executive 
privilege  and  the  turning  of  documents  over  resolved  witii  the  com- 
mittee immediately.  After  the  conversation  with  the  Attorney  General, 
there  was  a  continued  discussion  of  how  to  deal  with  the  Ervin  ccm- 
mittee.  I  asked  the  President  to  excuse  me  from  the  meeting  for  a 
moment  because  I  was  working  with  Ziegler  on  a  response  to  a  state- 
ment chat  Gray  had  made.  The  President  asked  me  what  that  was, 
about  and  I  then  explained  to  him  about  Gray's  statement.  I  told  him 
what  Gray  had  said  and  I  also  told  him  what  the  facts  were.  He  ex- 
cused me  to  use  the  telephone  in  his  office  and  said  that  I  should  get 
that  resolved  as  quickly  as  possible. 

When  I  returned  to  the  conversation  with  the  President,  Mitchell, 
Haldeman,  and  Ehrlichman,  they  were  still  talking  about  dealing  with 
the  Ervin  committee.  The  President  told  me  that  the  White  House 
should  start  directly  dealing  with  the  committee  and  that  I  should  go 
up  and  commence  discussions  with  Senator  Ervin  as  to  the  parameters 
of  executive  privilege. 

I  told  the  President  that  I  did  not  think  this  would  be  wise  because 
I  was  very  much  the  party  in  issue  with  regard  to  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee hearings  and  that  it  would  be  unwise  for  me  to  go  to  the  Hill 
and  negotiate  my  own  situation.  The  President  agreed  and  Ehrlich- 
man said  that  he  would  commence  discussions. 

The  meeting  was  almost  exclusively  on  the  subject  of  how  the  White 
House  should  posture  itself  vis-a-vis  the  Ervin  committee  hearings. 
There  was  absolutely  no  indication  of  any  changed  attitude  and  it  was 
like  one  of  many,  many  meetings  I  had  been  in  before,  in  which  the 
talk  was  of  strategies  for  dealing  with  the  hearings  rather  than  any 
effort  to  get  the  truth  out  as  to  what  had  happened  both  before  June 
17  and  after  June  17. 

Following  this  meeting  with  the  President,  it  was  apparent  to  me 
that  I  had  failed  in  turning  the  President  around  on  this  subject,  but 
Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman  began  taking  over  with  regard  to  deal- 
ing with  a  new  problem,  which  had  become  John  Dean,  as  they  were 
aware  of  the  fact  that  I  was  very  unhappy  about  the  situation. 

^^^^^  Trip  to  Camp  David 

I  On  Friday  morning,  March  23,  my  house  was  surroimded  by  camera 
Icrews  as  a  result  of  Gray's  statement  the  day  before,  that  I  had 
■"probably  lied."  Accordinglv,  I  decided  to  wait  u^til  the  camera  c.u  .v^s 
departed  before  going  to  the  office.  It  was  midmorninfr  wben  Paul 
O'Brien  called  to  tell  me  about  Judge  Sirica's  reading  ^IcCord's  letter 
in  open  court.  O'Brien  gave  me  the  high  points  of  the  letter  as  thov 
had  been  reported  to  him  by  someone  from  the  courthouse.  He  also 
told  me  that  MoCord  had  onlv  hearsay  knowledge.  I  then  called 
Ehrlichman  to  tell  him  about  it.  He  said  he  had  a  copv  of  the  letter  and 
read  it  to  me.  I  asked  him  how  he  received  a  copy  so  quickly 

He  responded :  "Tt  just  came  floatin.qr  into  my  office."  Ho  asked  me 
what  I  thought  about  it  and  T  t  Id  him  I  was  nc  surprised  at  all 
and  repeated  to  him  what  O'Brien  had  told  me  that  ^IcCord  )irol)ablv 
had  only  hearsay  knowledge.  He  asked  me  if  I  was  in  my  office  and 
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I  informed  him  that  I  was  a  prisoner  of  the  press  and  would  be  in 
shortly. 

After  my  conversation  with  Ehrlichman,  the  President  called.  Re- 
ferring to  our  meeting  on  March  -21  and  McCord"s  letter,  he  said : 
"Well,  John,  you  were  right  in  your  prediction."  He  then  suggested 
I  go  up  to  Camp  David  and  analyze  the  situation.  He  did  not  instruct 
me  to  write  a  report,  rather  he  said  to  go  to  Camp  David,  "take  your 
wife;  and  get  some  rela.\ation."  He  then  alluded  to  the  fact  that  I  had 
been  under 

Senator  Ervtn'.  I  will  have  to  depart  because  I  have  less  than  5 
minutes  to  get  over  there.  This  is  good  training  for  running  in  the 
Olympics. 

[Recess.] 

Senator  Baker,  ilr.  Dean,  we  are  not  trying  to  hurry  along  but  I 
stayed  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  until  this  rollcall  began  because  in 
the  last  short  rollcall  vote  Senator  Weicker  and  I  missed  the  vote  and 
one  or  two  others  did,  and  so  we  are  going  to  interchange  in  the  interest 
of  time.  If  you  do  not  mind  you  might  continue  now. 

Mr.  De.vx.  Thank  you,  Senator. 

He  then  alluded  to  the  fact  that  I  had  been  under  some  rather  intense 
pressure  lately,  but  he  had  been  through  this  all  his  life  and  you 
cannot  let  it  get  to  you.  He  said  that  he  was  able  to  do  his  best  thinking 
at  Camp  David,  and  I  should  get  some  rest  and  tlien  assess  where  we 
are  and  where  we  go  from  here  and  report  back  to  him.  I  told  him 
I  would  go. 

^fy  wife  and  I  arrived  at  Camp  Da%'id  in  the  midafternoon.  As  we 
entered  the  cabin  in  which  we  were  staying,  the  phone  was  ringing. 
The  operator  said  it  was  the  President  calling  but  Haldoman  came  on 
the  phone.  Haldeman  said  that  while  I  was  there  I  should  spend  some 
time  writing  a  report  on  everything  I  knew  r.bout  the  Watergate.  I 
said  I  would  do  so.  I  asked  him  if  it  was  for  internal  use  or  public  use. 
He  said  tliat  would  be  decided  later. 

spent  the  rest  of  the  day  and  the  next  day  thinking  about  tnis 
entire  matter.  I  reached  the  conclusion,  based  on  earlier  conversations 
I  had  with  Ehrlichman,  that  he  would  never  admit  to  his  involvement 
in  the  coverup.  I  did  not  know  about  Haldeman,  but  I  assumed  that 
he  would  not  because  he  would  believe  it  a  higher  duty  to  protect  the 
President.  The  more  I  thoujrht  about  it  the  more  I  realized  that  I 
should  step  forward  because  there  was  no  way  the  situation  was  going 
to  get  better — rather,  it  could  only  get  worse,  ^fy  most  difficult  prob' 
lem  was  how  I  could  end  this  mess  without  mortally  wounding  the 
President.  T  had  no  answer,  because  T  felt  once  T  came  forward  the 
matter  would  be  for  the  American  people  to  decide,  and  not  for  me  to 
decide.  I  finally  concluded  that  I  would  have  to  think  of  some  way  for 
the  President  to  get  out  in  front  of  the  matter,  despite  what  happened 
to  everybody  else. 

T  called  Mr.  Moore  and  talked  with  Iiim  about  it.  We  talked  about 
a  Presidential  sneech.  where  the  President  would  really  lay  tlie  facts 
out ;  we  talked  about  immunity  for  everyone  involved :  we  talked  about 
a  special  Warren-type  commissioTi  that  would  put  tlie  fnrts  out ;  we 
talked  about  some  half  measures  that  might  sjitisfv  the  public  interest : 
but  we  both  realized  that  nothing  less  than  the  truth  wou'd  sell.  As  T 
mentioned  earlier,  IVIoore  and  I  had  talked  about  some  of  these  con- 
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Senator  I'viin.  Tlie  iinxt  clay  yU:  Dcini  railed  vou  at  10::2-7>  a.m..  re- 
paid in  <;■  'iLiiks  lonct^ruiiiir  tnati-iial  dolivL-iccl  to  tlie  FBI.  A\'hat  paiticu- 
lar  leak  aiul  Avluit  .spccilif  material  did  he  have  in  miml? 

Mr.  Gi:ay.  lie  was  ealliiip  nie  tlieu  a!)out  those  nimoi-s  chat  '.vere 
continuing',  as  lie  i)ut  it,  to  tlic  efl'ect  tiiat  the  Flil  was  dragiring  its 
feet  in  this  investijration  and  tliat  a  gi\n  liad  heen  I'oimd  in  Mr.  Hunt's 
oti'ects.  This  was  the  subject  of  tliat  call,  as  best  as  I  can  recollect  it.  sir. 
Senator  liviiu.  On  the  same  afternoon  at  i:-i5  you  called  him.  You 
state  30U  have  no  lecollection  of  the  substance  of  that  calL  Could  it 
have  been  with  respect  to  Mr.  Hunt's  properties? 

Mr.  Gr-w.  Xo,  I  do  7iot  think  it  was.  1  covered  that  pretty  thor- 
oughly in  that  morning  call.  That  is  why  I  am  sure  it  isn't.  I  have 
tried  to  remember  it.  It  could  have  been  on  leaks,  it  could  have  been 
on  toll  call  records,  or  it  could  have  been  on  witness  interviews,  but  I 
just  don"t  know. 

Senator  Byiid.  Going  back  to  Mr.  Dean,  when  he  indicated  that  he 
would  have  to  check  to  see  if  ilr.  ITunt  had  an  office  in  the  Old 
Executive  Office  Building,  lie  lied  to  the  agents;  didn't  he? 

^Ir.  Gr.\y.  I  would  say  looking  back  on  it  now  and  exhaustively 
analyzing  the  minute  details  of  ithis  investigation,  I  would  have  to 
pnclude  tliat  that  probably  is  correct,  yes,  sir. 
Senator  Byrd.  Xow,  you  just  conclude  that  at  this  point. 

How  about  on  the  27th,  the  day  after 

ilr.  Gr.\t.  Xo.  sir.  Xo.  sir,  there  were  none  of  us  that  discussed  it  in 
that  time  frame.  AVe  did  not  even  consider  it.  'We  didn't  think  about  it. 
Senator  Byrd.  I  cannot  for  the  life  of  me,  with  all  due  respect  to 
you,  im.agine  how  these  things  would  not  have  occurred  to  you  in  the 
face  of  the  chain  of  events  that  are  on  the  record. 
Mr.  Gray.  We  are  looking  at  it  in  hindsight,  Senator  Byrd. 
Senator  Byrd.  I  am  talking  about  the  27th — looking  back  on  the 
19th  and  the  22d  of  June. 

ifr.  Gray.  I  think  you  have  to  place  it  in  the  proper  perspective  as 
\ve  looked  at  it  with  a  fast  moving,  fast-paced  investigation,  vrith 
events  and  reports  and  details  coming  in.  I  am  saying  to  j-ou  that  it 
did  not  occur  to  us  then.  We  were  concerned  at  the  time  about  the 
chain  of  custod}-.  There  is  no  question  about  that. 

Senator  Byrd.  Mr.  Gray,  hindsiirht  is  a  very  useful  agent.  Let's 
take  hindsight  for  a  moment.  You  indicated  that  ]\[r.  Dean  probably 
lied  to  tlie  FBI  agetits  as  you  now  look  back,  yet  yesterday  you  said 
you  would  continue  to  send  to  him  raw  FBI  files  if  he  requested  them. 
Why  would  you  now  continue  to  send  raw  FBI  files  to  an  individual 
who  probal)ly  lied,  to  use  your  words,  to  an  FBI  agent? 

Mr.  Gray.  "Well,  Senator  Byicl,  I  think  that  you  have  got  to  rcalize 
once  again  that  I  am  a  Bureau  Chief  in  an  executive  department  of  the 
Government,  that  I  have  to  take  orders  from  somebody,  that  I  do 
rejwrt  to  somebody,  that  I  am  just  not  out  tliere  in  the  open,  you  know, 
independent  and  doing  exactly  as  I  please,  and  that  man  is  Counsel 
to  th.e  President  of  the  United  States. 
Senator  Byrd.  I  I'ccogni/.e  all  this. 

Mr.  (tray.  I  think  you  know  tliat  his  first  dury — I  would  like,  if  I 
may,  to  let  the  record  clearly  show  tiiat  I  have  testified  that  liis  fii-st 
duty  was  to  the  President  of  the  ITnited  States  in  connection  with  the 
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March  21,    1973 

AM    10:1Z      11:55    Prcsidonh  met  wit'.i  Mr.    Dean  in  the  Oval  Office. 

Mr.    Haldcnian  was  also  present  for  at  least 
part  of  the  time. 

PM       5:20      6:01      President  met  withMr.    Daan  in  the  President's 

EOB  office.     Also  present  were: 

Mr.    Ziegler  (departed  at  5:25) 
Mr.    Haldeman  i  fA  A  i'  'iCX 

Mr.   Ehrlichman    (5:25-6:01)1''^-'-^'^^ 
i/^Gen.    Scowcroft  (5:27-6:05) 

March  22,   1973 

PM      1:57       3:43     President  met  with  Mr.    Dean  in  the  President's 

EOB  Office.  Also  present  were: 
Mr.  Ehrlichman  (2:00-3:40) 
Mr.  Haldeman  (2:01-3:40) 
Mr.    Mitchell  (2:01-3:43) 


March  23.    1973 


PM    12:44      1:02      President  talked  long  distance  with  Mr.    Dean. 

(The  President  initiated  the  call  from  Florida 
to  Mr.    Dean  who  was  in 'V/ashingtoa,    D.  C.  ) 

3:28      3:44     President  talked  long  distance  with  Mr.    Dean. 

(The  President  initiated  the  call  from  Florida 
^^^  to  Mr.    Dean  who  was  in  Cannp  Davdd,   Md.  ) 


No  contact  during  the  period  April  1-14 


April  15,   1973 

PM      9:17     10:12      President  mot  with  Mr.    Dean  in  the  President's 

EOB  Office. 

March  22:        Deleted  --  (Mr.    Dean  was  scheduled  to  attend  the  President's 

staff  briefing  in  the  EOB  Briefing  Room  which 
the  President  attended  from  8:44-9:03.     Attendance 
was  not  confirmed  on  this  briefing.  ) 
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5.      On  March  23,  1973  the  President  telephoned  Patrick  Gray  at 
1:11  p.m.  According  to  the  President's  logs  the  last  time  the  President 
had  spoken  to  Gray  was  on  February  16,  1973.   Gray  has  testified  that 
he  cannot  remember  the  President's  precise  words,  but  that  the  call  was 
a  "buck  up  call" -in  which  the  President  told  Gray  that  he  knew  the 
beating  Gray  had  taken  at  his  confirmation  hearing;  that  it  was  very 
unfair;  and  that  there  would  be  another  day  to  get  back  at  their 
enemies.   Gray  has  testified  that  he  remembered  distinctly  that  the 
President  said  to  him,  "You  will  remember,  Pat,  I  told  you  to  conduct 
a  thorough  and  aggressive  investigation."  Gray  also  has  testified 
that  from  March  21  on  he  received  no  order  from  the  President  or  anyone 
implementing  a  Presidential  directive  to  get  all  the  facts  with  respect 
to  the  Watergate  matter  and  report  them  directly  to  the  President. 
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i_>    M    ll    L 


W  li  U  L 

MEETINGS  AND  TELEPHONE  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN 

THE  PRESIDENT  AND  L.    PATRICK  GRAY 

(June  15.    1972  to  April  30,    1973) 


July  6,   1972 

AM  8:28         8:33 


President  placed  long  distance  call  to 
L.   Patrick  Gray- 


No  vember  22.    1972 
AM  10:41       10:42 


President  placed  long  distance  call  to 
L.    Patrick  Gray 


February  16.   1973 
AM  9:08         9:38 


March  23,    1973 

PM  1:10         1:24 


President  met  with  L.    Patrick  Gray 
(Ehrlichman    9:08    -  9:38) 


President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Gray 


April  5,   1973 

PM  3:08         3:18 


President  received  long  distance  call  from  Gray 


April  27.   1973 
AM  11:00 


President  received  local  call  from  Gray  -• 
Larry  Higby  took  call 
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to  question  at  this  time  to  Senator  "Weicker,  in  which  case  Senator 
Weicker  will  not  be  subject,  since  he  is  exercising  counsel's  time,  will 
not  be  subject  to  the  10-minute  rule. 

Senator  "Wf-ickkr.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  Gray,  I  would  like  to,  if  I  could,  just  set  the  background  prior  to 
this  questioning  l)ecause  of  certain  comments  that  have  been  made  rela- 
tive to  our  relationship,  the  fact  that  I  look  upon  you  as  I  do  because 
of  a  longstanding  friendsliip,  et  cetera. 

Prior  to  190!)  when  I  came  to  "Washington,  at  which  time  3"ou  came 
to  serve  Mr.  Finch  or  with  Mr.  Finch,  had  you  and  I  ever  met? 

Mr.  Gray.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Wf.icker.  Have  you  been  in  my  house  or  I  in  yours  in  a 
social  sense  aside  from  the  meeting  that  we  had  in  my  home  relative  to 
this  matter  here? 

Mr.  Gray.  Xo,  sir.  I  didn't  even  know  v\-ho  you  were.  [Laughter.] 

Senator  Weicker.  And  the  positions  that  you  were  offered  in  the 
administration,  these  weren't  positions  that  I  recommended  you  for 
but  rather  positions  that  came  about  in  your  relationships  with  the 
administration,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Gr-\y.  Yes.  I  didn't  even  know  you.  Senator  Weicker,  and  I 
made  no  request  of  you  and  the  only  reason  I  got  into  the  administra- 
tion at  all  was  through  Bob  Finch  and  I  had  to  labor  mightily  even 
to  get  in  and  come  back  here  and  serve  my  country  at  a  tremendous 
financial  sacrifice. 

Senator  Weicker.  It  is  true,  however,  that  since  the  matter  of 
Watergate  luis  arisen  and  problems  associated  thereto  that  you  and  I 
have  had  increasing  f  requencj-  of  contact. 

Mr.  GrtVY.  Yes,  Senator  Weicker,  that  is  correct. 

Senator  Weicker.  Now,  I  would  like  to  read  to  you,  if  I  might,  ^Ir. 
Gray,  a  portion  of  the  President's  statement  of  April  30,  1973,  specifi- 
cally that  portion  which  states : 

Until  March  of  this  rear  I  remained  convinced  that  the  denials  were  true  and 
that  the  charges  of  involvement  b.v  members  of  the  White  House  staff  were  false. 
The  comments  I  made  durins  this  i>eriod  and  tlie  comments  made  by  my  press 
secretary  in  my  behalf  were  based  on  the  iuforma''on  provided  to  us  at  the  time 
v\'e  made  those  comments.  However,  new  information  then  came  to  me  which 
persuaded  me  tliat  there  was  a  real  possibility  that  some  of  these  charges  were 
true,  and  suggestinK  further  that  there  liad  been  an  effort  to  conceal  the  facts 
both  from  the  public,  from  you,  and  from  me.  As  a  result,  on  March  21  I  per- 
sonally assumed  the  responsibility  for  coordinating  intensive  new  inquiries  into 
the  matter  and  I  personally  ordered  those  conducting  the  investigations  to  get 
all  the  facts  and  to  rei)ort  them  directly  to  me  right  here  in  this  office. 

My  first  question  to  you,  in  light  of  the  President's  statement  of 
April  30,  where  he  states  that  on  March  -21  he  pei-sonally  assumed  the 
responsibility  for  new  inquiries  and  pei-sonally  ordered  those  conduct- 
ing the  investigations  to  "get  all  tiie  facts  and  report  them  directly  to 
me  right  here  in  this  office."  ]\Iy  first  question  is:  Did  you  ever  receive 
after  ]March  21  or  from  ^larch  21  on  a  directive  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  relative  to  these  Watergate  matters,  which  direc- 
tive inquired  of  vou  as  to  what  vour  investigations  were  producing, 
sir? 

Mr.  Gray.  Xo,  sir.  The  President  did  telephone  me  on  Jfarch  23  and 
this  was  the  tyi)ical  buck-up  type  of  call 


r 
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Senator  "Wekkeh.  ^Nfay  T  sto[)  licio  for  1  niinutp.  ^Ir.  Giuy  ]  "Was  the 
FRT  investifrating' — were  tlio\'  still  involved  in  investigations  of 
AVatcrgate  in  March? 

i\Ir.  Gray.  Yes;  because  it  was  due  to  the  action  that  I  took — I  tried 
to  take  it  in  October  and  I  did  take  it  in  Decemljer  to  cet  us  into  the 
activities  that  were  political  in  nature,  you  might  say.  They  involved 
the  activities  of  Mr.  Segretti  and  to  the  best  of  my  k-nowledge.  infor- 
mation and  belief,  and  I  believe  that  I  have  exhibits  before  this  com- 
mittee which  indicate  all  of  what  I  am  saying  right  now,  Senator 
"Weicker,  we  were  at  that  time  still  investigating. 

Senator  AVeicker.  And  you  received  from  March  21  on — we  will  get 
to  the  phone  conversation  in  a  minute — no  order  from  the  President 
as  one  who  was  conducting  the  investigation  "to  get  all  the  facts  and  to 
report  them  directly  to  me,"  the  President,  "i-ight  here  in  this  office"? 

Mr.  Gray.  I  did  not,  sir,  and  I  received  no  such  order  fi-om  anybo<lj-. 

Senator  Weicker.  All  right. 

Now,  would  you  please  tell  the  committee  as  to  what  happened  in  the 
phone  call  of  ]\iarch  23  ? 

Mr.  Gray.  The  March  23  phone  call  from  the  Pi-esident.  once  again, 
it  was  a  surprise  to  me.  I  did  not  really  expect  to  see  it.  That  followed 
the  testimony  I  had  given  on  March  22  and  which  in  response  to  a 
question  from  Senator  Byrd  I  had  said  that  Mr.  Dean  had  probably 
lied  when  he  was  talking  with  our  agents  and  the  waj-  the  questions 
were  jihrased  b}'  Senator  Byrd  tliere  was  no  other  answer  I  could  give. 
But  the  President  called  me  on  March  23  a:  d  it  was  in  the  nature  of 
a  buck-up  call  to  say.  and  I  cannot  remember  his  precise  words,  but  to 
say  I  know  the  beating  that  you  are  taking  up  there  and  it  is  very- 
unfair  and  there  will  be  another  day  to  get  back  at  our  enemies  and 
there  will  always  be  a  place  for  j'ou  in  the  Xixon  administration,  and 
I  thanked  the  President  and  then  T  remembered  distinctly  him  saying. 
"You  will  recall,  Pat,  that  I  told  you  to  conduct  a  thorough  and  aggres- 
sive investigation,''  and  I  remembered  that  so  distinctly  because  I  had 
the  eerie  feeling  that  this  was  being  said  to  mo  but  why,  and  I  related 
it  immediately  to  the  July  6  telephone  conversation  I  had  had  with  the 
President  in  the  previous  year. 

Senator  "Weicker.  Xow,  the  July  6  telephone  convei-sation  as  I  recall, 
this  one  emanated  from  the  west  coast,  is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Gray.  Yes,  sir.  That  is  the  one  that  I  testified  to  in  my  statement. 

Senator  "Weicker.  Do  you  have  anj-  understanding  as  to  where  the 
ilarch  23  phone  call  emanated  from  ? 

ilr.  Gr.\i'.  No,  sir,  I  do  not  know.  I  do  not  know  as  of  this  day  and 
ma}be  I  do  not  loiow  if  my  telephone  logs  would  show  on  March  23. 
We  can  take  a  look  but  I  do  not  know  of  my  own  independent  recol- 
lection right  now. 

Senator  "Weicker.  But  you  do  recall  the  nature  of  the  conversation. 
It  was.  Xo.  1,  to  buck  you  ud  in  relation  to  vour  confirmation  hearings, 
and  having  done  that,  the  President  turned  to  you  and  said,  "You  will 
remember,  Pat — our  previous  conversation?" 

^[r.  Gray.  X'o;  he  just  said,  "You  will  remember.  Pat.  I  told  you  to 
conduct  a  thorough  and  aggressive  investigation." 

My  daily  log,  which  was  presented  before  this  committee,  for  Fri- 
day, March  23,  1973,  shows  that  at  1:11  p.m..  on  that  dav  "Presi- 
dent Xixon  telephoned  and  spoke  to  Mr.  Gray."  Tiiat  would  indicate 
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to  ino  that  that  toloplioiic  coiivei-satiou  was  made  in  Washington,  since 
there  is  no  ivfciciice  at  all  to  San  Cleriiente  or  Key  Biscayne  and  nor- 
mally the  people  who  kept  this  log  would  make  such  references. 

Si'nator  A\'kickei:.  Now,  ^[i-.  Gray,  I  woidd  like  to  move  along,  if  we 
can,  to  the  events  of  April,  more  specifically  those  events  which  com- 
menced with  your  telling  nie.  of  the  burning  of  the  files  in  your  office  on 
April  25.  I  think  that  has  been  gone  into  in  detail.  If  tliere  is  anything 
you  want  to  add,  any  further  question,  I  am  sure  they  will  develop 
that,  but  I  would  like  to  move  from  April  25  to  the  afternoon  of  April 
26  and  have  you  recount  to  the  committee  in  your  own  words  what 
transpired  in  the  late  afternoon  of  Ai)ril  26. 

jMr.  Gray.  Wall,  Senator  Weicker,  it  was  after  6  o'clock  in  tlie  eve- 
ning when  I  was  leaving  and  I  believe  it  to  be  somewhere  between  6 :15 
and  0 :30  and  I  was  driving  out  the  gate  and  the  police  officer  there,  of 
the  GSA  security  force,  Officer  Cousin,  whoni  I  used  to  say  hello  to 
eveiy  night  as  we  drove  out,  exchanging  a  few  pleasantries,  said  to  me 
that  Mr.  Petci-sen  had  called  and  it  is  urgent  and  you  are  to  call  him 
right  away,  and  I  got  out  of  my  car  and  I  walked  into  the  guard  booth 
there  and  I  telephoned  Mr.  Petei'seii  and  Mr.  Petersen  said  that  he  had 
had  a  call  from  the  Attorney  General,  Attorney  General  Kloindienst, 
and  Attorney  General  Kleindienst  wanted  to  meet  with  us  in  his  office 
at  7  p.m.  Mr.  Petersen  said  he  was  calling  from  the  gol  f  course  and  was 
coming  in  directly  from  th.c  golf  ccnu'se  and  it  was  about  the  stories 
and  rurnoi-s  that  were  on  the  media  circuit  that  the  files  had  been 
burned.  And  I  said,  fine,  I  will  go  back  up  to  my  office  and  wait  a 
while,  and  I  asked  my  driver.  Special  Agent  Thomas  ilote,  who  is  also 
a  good  friend  of  mine,  to  park  the  car  and  wait  for  me,  and  I  went  on 
up  to  the  office  and  at  about  7  :15  p.m.  I  walked  over  to  the  Attorney 
General's  office  and  I  found  the  main  door  locked  and  I  walked  to 
what  we  call  an  alcove  door  that  leads  almost  directly  into  his  own 
private  office  and  I  can  remember  inilling  out  my  key  and  the  door  was 
open.  I  did  not  have  to  use  my  key.  And  I  walked  right  in,  walked 
through  the  conference  room,  walked  into  the  secretary's  area  and 
picked  up  the  iihone,  called  Afr.  Petersen  and  told  him  that  I  was  here 
in  the  Attorney  (ieneral's  office,  and  just  then  the  Attorney  General 
walked  in — I  could  hear  his  ffmtsteps — and  I  told  Mr.  Pelei-sen  the 
Attorney  General  walked  in,  come  on  up,  and  I  went  back  immediately 
and  the  Attorney  General  said  to  me  the  President  had  called  him  and 
is  concerned  about  the  reports  that  these  files  were  burned  and  that  we 
had  to  meet  and  make  some  lecommmendation  to  the  President. 

By  then  Mr.  Petei-sen  had  come  up.  We  both  sat  in  chairs  in  front 
of  the  Attorney  General's  desk  and  I  told  them  that  I  had  spoken  with 
you.  I  did  not  say  to  them  that  you  had  talked  to  the  press,  even  though 
you  had  told  me  that  you  did.  You  said  to  me  you  are  probably  going 
to  be  the  angriest  man  in  the  world  at  me  for  talking  to  the  press  and 
I  told  you,  no,  you  ought  to  bo  the  angriest  nuin  in  the  world  at  me. 
I  did  not  say  that  you  had  given  this  infornuition  to  the  press  but  I 
said  I  believe  that  Senator  Weicker  knows  all  about  this  because  I  have 
spoken  to  him. 

Then  Mr.  Kleiiulicnst  said  let's  have  a  drink.  [L.TUghter.]  .Vnd  Mr. 
Petersen  and  Mr.  Kleindienst  and  I  all  went  into  a  little  private  office 
oil"  of  his  main  office  and  Mr.  Kleindienst  fixed  a  drink  for  himself 
and  Mr.  Petei-sen  and  I  do  not  drink  and  I  just  sat  there  in  an  over- 
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Senator  Inoui-e.  In  all  the  years  that  you  have  served  in  the  Navy, 
did  any  superior  officer  request  of  you  an  illegal  act? 

Mr.  Gray.  That  is  a  pretty  broad"  question,  Senator  Inouye,  and  I 
am  trying  to  tliink  very  liard.  I  am  thinking  of  some  wailiiiie  opera- 
tions and  tliinking  of  some  of  the  things  we  did.  They  could  be  classed 
as  illegal,  perhaps.  And  I  am  thinking  particularly  when  I  commanded 
a  submarine  daring  the  Korean  war.  But 

Senator  Ixoun:.  And  you  followed  those  orders  implicitly  without 
questioning? 

Mr.  Gray.  "Well,  you  know,  Senator  Inouye,  you  are  getting  me  to 
the  point  where  I  am  going  to  have  to  tell  vou  'what  those  orders  arc 
and  those  are  very,  very  sensitive  orders. 

Senator  Ixouye.  What  I  am  trying  to  say,  did  you  feel  a  bit  strange 
that  the  President  was  requesting  you  to  do  something  which  was 
rather  illegal? 

Mr.  Gray.  No,  I  haven't  testified  that  the  President  was  requestin"- 
me  to  do  that.  That  ha.sn"t  been  the  thrust  of  my  testimony.  "^ 

Senator  Ixouye.  You  have  testified  that  you  had  assumed  tiiat  the 
orders  had  come  from  the  Chief  Executive  ? 

Mr.  Gray.  That  I  assumed  that  these  men  are  acting  within  the 
color  of  their  office  and  within  their  authority,  absolutely  there  is  no 
question  about  that. 

_    Senator  I.vouye.  And  you  didn't  think  it  was  strange  for  the  Pres- 
ident through  his  subordinates  to  ask  you  to  commit  an  illejral  act? 

Mr.  Gray.  I  think  that  I  may  have  testified  earlier  that  ff  I  had 
stopped  then  and  there  and  said,  I  want  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  to  do  this,  that  I  wouldn't  have  gotten  it; 
but  I  didn't  have  that  thought  at  that  time.  Senator  Inouve;  there 
was  no  reason  for  me  to  have  tliat  thought  at  that  time,  I  was  not  that 
suspicious. 

Senator  Ixoltye.  Was  this  the  practice  that  has  been  referred  to  as 
deniability? 


r 


Mr.  Gray.  Sir.  I  don't  know  because  I  don't  know  about  that  prac- 
tice of  deniability.  I  know  what  it  refers  to,  I  know  it  refers  to  earlier 
testimony  here,  but  I  had  never  heard  that  utilized  within  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice. 

Senator  Ixot-^'E.  Xow.  on  :March  23  of  tliis  year  you  had  a  conver- 
sation, a  telci)houe  conversation  with  the  President.  And  you  have 
just  testified  that  when  the  President  said.  "Pat.  rememl>er.  I  told  you 
to  conduct  a  thorough  investigation."  you  said  you  had  an  eerie  feeling. 

W\\at  did  you  mean  by  that  ?  *  '^ 

Mr.  Gray.  Yes,  I  thought  he  was  trying  to  put  that  on  the  record 
so  to  speak,  relating  all  the  way  back  to  the  July  6  conversation. 

Senator  Ixouye.  Are  you  suggesting  that  the  iPresident  was  puttino- 
this  on  tape?  "^ 

Mr.  Gray.  You  know,  at  the  time.  Senator  Inouye,  I  didn't  know 
that  these  conversations  were  bein^  taped  i)ut.  nevertheless.  I  had  that 
eerie  feeling  that  the  President  is  remind iiiir  me  of  soinethine-  and 
why.  That  was  my  reaction.  But  at  that  time  I  didn't  know  that~these 
were  on  tape. 

Senator  Ixofyk.  P'urther  elaborate  on  the  eerie  feelin" 

Mr.  Gr.vy.  Sir? 

Senator  Txouye.  Can  you  further  elaborate  on  the  eerie  feeling? 
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Mr.  Gn\Y.  Xo,  it  was  just,  tliat  I  liad  tlio  feeling  that  I  was  being 
reminded  of  sonurthing  and  tiie  only  tiling  tliat  I  could  think  of  was 
the  July  G  telepiiono  cou\ei-sation. 

Senator  Inouut-;.  You  said  reminding  you  of  something  to  i)lace  it 
on  the  record.  Is  that  wluit  you  said '. 

ilr.  Gray.  Yes. 

Senator  Inouyt;.  And  what  came  to  your  mind  at  that  point  ? 

Mr.  Gr;M'.  The  prior  conversation  that  the  President  had  had  witli 
me. 

Senator  Ixouit;.  I  have  just  one  final  question. 

This  may  sound  like  a  very  ridiculous  question,  but  three  articles 
have  been  written  suggesting  that  the  December  8  plane  crash  in  Mid- 
way Airport  in  Chicago  was  not  just  an  ordinary  plane  crash,  and  that 
there  were  some  insidious  activities  involved. 

People  have  suggested  that  there  were  certain  passengers  with  cya- 
nide in  their  system  and  that  the  FBI  had  refused  to  investigate  this. 

Arc  you  aware  of  these  articles  ? 

Ml-.  Gray.  I  hesitate  to  say  "Xo"  to  you  because  I  may  have  read  of 
them,  but  when  you  say,  Senator,  '"cyanide  in  their  system,"  I  am  quite 
sure  I  haven't  read  of  that  one  and  I  am  equally  certain  that  there  was 
no  refusal  on  my  part  as  acting  director  of  the  FBI  to  investigate 
that.  I  don't  know  that  the  matter  did  come  up.  I  would  have  to  check 
to  see  whether  or  not  a  request  was  made. 

Senator  Ixotm:.  Did  you  request  that  the  ilidway  crash 

Mr.  Gray.  Did  I  ?  Did  the  FBI  ?  I  do  not  kiiow.  I  cannot  answer  that 
question.  Usually  a  crash  like  that  is  investigated  first  by,  it  is  my 
understanding  that  it  is  investigated  first  by  the  Xational  Transporta- 
tion Safety  Board  but  I  would  have  to  check  FBI  i-ecords  to  see — ■ — 

Senator  Ixotjye.  Wasn't  the  FBI  a  bit  curious  when  one  of  the  pas- 
sengers liappened  to  be  Mrs.  E.  Howard  Hunt  with  SlOO  bills  in  her 
possession  ? 

Mr.  Gray.  I  don't  Icnow  whether  the  FBI  was  a  bit  curious  or  not. 
Ican't  really  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Ixouye.  It  was  on  the  front  pages  of  most  of  the  papers  of 
the  United  States. 

ilr.  Gr-vy.  I  realize  that.  I  am  aware  of  that.  And  the  only  thing  I 
can  sa\'  to  you  is  at  that  period  of  time  I  was  still  hospitalized  in  Con- 
necticut and  I  don't  know  whether  a  directive  came  over  for  the  FBI 
to  interview  or  not  interview.  I  really  don't. 

Senator  Ixoun:.  X''ow,  you  riflled  through  these  papers,  I  just 
wanted  to  give  you  time  to  think  about  this.  Can  you  recollect  as  to  the 
contents  of  those  other  papei-s  in  the  Hunt  file  i 

Mr.  Gr{-\Y.  The  only  recollection  I  have  of  those.  Senator  Inouye,  is 
that  they  were  onion  skin  copies  of  correspondence,  tliat  is  what  they 
appeared  to  be  to  me. 

Senator  Ixoityk.  After  reading  the  Diem  cablegram  you  were  not 
curious  about  the  other  papers'^ 

Mr.  Gray.  Xo,  sir;  I  was  not  and  I  did  not  read  them  or  T  would 
testify  today  to  you  what  was  in  them.  I  wish  I  could.  If  I  may  I  would 
like  to  cori'ji'l  one  tlnng  at  least  in  my  testimony.  You  know  when  I 
took  that  a>tion  I  didn't  considei-  that  to  be  an  illegal  action  at  the 
inception  or  at  the  end,  Senator  Inouye,  on  my  part,  and  I  still  don't. 
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6.      On  March  23,  1973  the  President  met  with  H.  R.  Haldeman  In  Key 
Blscayne,  Florida  from  1:25  to  1:45  p.m.  and  from  2:00  to  6:30  p.m. 
Haldeman  has  testified  that  on  March  23  the  President  told  him  that  he 
had  been  informed  about  the  McCord  letter  and  its  contents,  and  that 
the  President  asked  Haldeman  to  call  Charles  Colson  to  ask  if  Colson 
had  ever  offered  Hovrard  Hunt  clemency  or  had  any  conversation  with 
Hunt  about  clemency.  Haldeman  telephoned  Colson  some  time  before 
2:15  p.m.  on  March  23  and  asked  what  commitment  Colson  had  made  to 
Howard  Hunt  with  respect  to  the  commutation  of  his  sentence.  Colson 
reported  to  Haldeman  on  this  matter.  Immediately  after  this  conver- 
sation Colson  dictated  a  memorandum  of  the  conversation  for  the  file. 
Colson' 6  memorandum  states,  in  part,  that  he  told  Haldeman  that  he 
made  no  representations  nor  used  any  one  else's  name  in  the  conversation; 
that  he  had  only  told  Hunt's  lawyer  that  as  long  as  he  was  around  he 
would  do  anything  he  could  to  help  Hunt.  Colson 's  memorandum  states 
that  Haldeman  asked  what  would  happen  if  Hunt  "blew"  and  that  Colson 
replied  that  "it  would  be  very  bad"  and  that  Hunt  "would  say  things 
that  would  be  very  damaging."  Colson 's  memorandum  states  that  Haldeman 
replied,  "then  we  can't  let  that  happen." 
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6.1     MEETINGS  AND  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND  H.R.    HALDEMAN, 
MARCH  23,    1973 


H.    R.    Haldcnian 


-58- 


March  20,    1973 

AM       10:47  12:10PM         President  met  with  Haldeman 

Ehrlichman  11:40   -   12:10 


PM         6:00  7:10 


President  met  with  Haldeman 


March  21.   1973 

AM       10:05  11:55 


President  met  with  Haldemjtn. 
John  Dean 


10:12  -   11:55 


PM         3:02  3:03 

3:05  3:45 

5:20  6:01 


6:25 


6:30 


President  received  local  call  from  Haldeman 
President  met  with  Haldennan 
President  met  with  Haldeman 

Ziegler 

Dean 

Ehrlichman 

Scowcroft 
President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 


4:53  - 

5:25 

5:20- 

6:01 

5:25  - 

6:01 

5:27  - 

6:05 

March  22,   1973 
AM         8:44  9:03 


9:08  9:09 

9:11  10:35 


JOJS^P 


President  attended  a  briefing  on  foreign 
and  domestic  policy  for  members  of  the 
Sub- Cabinet  and  commissioned  WH  Staff 
members  --  Haldennan  attended 
President  received  local  call  from  Haldeman 
President  met  with  Haldeman 


PM        2:01  3:40  President  met  with  Haldeman 

Dean  1:57  -  3:43 

Ehrlichman  2:00  -  3:40 

Mitchell  2:01  -  3:43 


March  23,    1973 
PiM 


1:10 

1:25  1:45 

2:00  6:30 


President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 
President  met  with  Haldeman 
President  met  with  Haldeman 

Ziegler  3:25  -      6:30 
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Mr.  THo>rpsox.  And  he,  told  that  to  the  President,  too,  as  best  you 
can  reincniher? 

^rr.  Hat.dkmax.  Yes,  I  think  he  did. 

And  then  he,  I  believe,  said  that  his  concern,  as  far  as  the  Wliite 
House,  was  concerned,  as  far  as  the  ^Miite  House  was  involved  in  the 
pre-June  17  area,  was  in  two  possibilities.  One,  that  there  had  been  a 
phone  call  from  Colson  to  Ma^^ruder  which  could  have  been  con- 
sidered or  could  l)c  construed  as  pressure  bv  Colson  on  Mag^nider  to 
pro  nliead  with  this  project.  He,  I  do  not  think,  went  into'^any  real 
sDecifics  on  that,  and  the  other  point  was  the  question  of  whether 
Haldcnian  had  seen  the,  as  he  called  them,  I  think,  the  fniits  of  the 
buirping  activity,  because  it  was  his  understanding  that  the  fniits  had 
been  sent  to  Strachan. 

ifr.  TiioMrsoN.  "iVliat  was  the  basis  of  his  nnderstandinrr? 

Mr.  H.\LDEM,\N.  I  do  not  know  that  he  identified  a  basis,  I  do  not 
recall  that  he  did.  I  think  he  simply  said  it. 

^r^.  TiiOMP-sox.  Did  he  at  any  time  sub.sequent  to  that  talk  to  you 
about  where  he  was  petting  his  information,  where  he  got  his  infor- 
mation, that  yon  possibly  might  have  se«n  the  fruits  of  some  of  this 
surveillance  activity? 

Afr.  Haldem.xx.  I  think  at  that  very— it  is  hard  to  put  this  into 
when,  but  he  had  told  me  that  Magruder  had  told  him  that  lie  had 
sent  bugging  material  to  Strachan. 

^rr.  TiroMPSox.  Did  he  tell  you  that  Strachan  had  said  anything 
to  him  alx>ut  his  receiving  such  material? 

Air.  Haloemax.  No;  the  only  recollection  I  have  as  far  as  Strachan 
is  concerned,  is  that  lie  had  consistently  said  that  he  had  not  received 
such  material. 
JS\v.  Titojtpsox.  All  right.  Does  that  pretty  well  cover  the  pre-June 
17  discussion? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  Those  two  points  were  basically  it,  as  far  as  T>re- 
June  17.  ^      ^  V 

Mr.  Thompson.  What  about  post- June  17? 

Mr.  HALDE^^Ax.  Post-June  17.  he  said  that  there  were  also  two  areas 
of  concern.  That  one  was  clemency  and  the  other  was  money,  and  in 
the  clemency  area  where  he  felt  there  was  a  potential  problem  was 
this — the  fact  that,  as  he  put  it,  at  that  time,  as  best  I  can  recall,  Colson 
had  talked  with  Hunt  or  Rittman  about  clemency.  There  had  been  a 
conversation,  I  do  not  think  he  went  any  further  than  that,  I  do  not 
think  he  asserted  that  there  had  l:)een  any  offer  or  anything  of  that  sort, 
simply  that  there  had  been  a  conversation. 

Mr.  TnoMpsox.  AVas  there  any  mention  at  any  time,  either  in  your 
presence  or  out  of  vour  presence"  that  you  heard"  from  the  tape,  about 
Colson's  offering  Hunt  Executive  clemency,  or  possibly  rekying  a 
message  that  he  could  expect  it  through  someone  else?" 

Mr.  Haldkm.vx.  Well,  there  was  in  the  sense  that  on  March  23  when 
I  got  to  Key  Ri?cavne,  the  President  had  gone  down  the  day  before, 
the  President  called  me  over  to  his  house  and  he  then  having  read  the 
McCord  letter — he  had  not  read  it  but  had  l>een  given,  had  been  told 
of  tlie  reading  of  the  McCord  letter,  and  the  allegations  that  were 
contained  in  that,  had  raised  the  point  with  me  that  here  we  were 
with   new  ongoing  developments  on  the  Watergate  and  the  "UTiite 
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House,  was  still  not  moving  ahead  to  get  this  thing  cleared  up,  and 
he  had  picked  up  facts  from  Dean  and  he  had  information  from  Dean 
that  he  was  concerned  about,  and  he  specifically  asked  me  to  call 
Colson  and  to  ask  him  about  this  question  of  whether  he  had  offered 
lemency  oi-  had  any  conversation  regarding  clemency  with  Hunt. 

■Mr.  Thompson-.  All  right.  All  of  this  that  you  have  been  relating, 
is  from  the  tape,  as  I  imderstand  it? 

Mr.  H.vLDEMAN.  No;  no,  sir,  not  by  March  23  has  nothing  to  do 
with  it. 

Mr.  TnojiPSON.  I  am  sorry,  I  am  not  talking  about  March  23;  I 
will  just  jump  back  a  little  bit. 

Mr.  Haldemax.  Yes;  anything  that  I  am  talking  about  in  terms 
of  the  March  21  meeting  in  the  morning  is 

Mr.  Thompson.  From  the  tape? 

Mr.  Haldeman  [continuing].  Is  of  necessity  from  the  tape.  yes. 

Mr.  Thompson.  You  are  talking  about  a  personal  conversation  with 
the  President  on  the  23d? 

Mr.  Halx>eman.  That  is  right.  You  asked  if  there  had  been  anv 
conversation  after  that. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Of  course,  there  wasn't — I  don't  recall  any  con- 
versation after  that  in  the  March  21  meeting  if  that  is  what  you  meant 
and  I  am  sorry,  I  didn't  understand  that  to  be  your  question. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Wliat  about  during  the  21st  meeting? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  am  sorry,  about  what? 

Mr.  Thompson.  Was  there  any  mention  at  any  time  in  the  21st  meet- 
ing which  you  participated  in  or  part  of  the  meeting  which  you  did 
not,  of  the  general  subject  matter  of  Colson,  or  anyone  else,  having 
offered  Hunt  Executive  clemency? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  That  is  the  point  I  just  said.  Dean  did  report  to  the 
President  that  one  of  his  two  post-June  17  concerns  was  clemencv. 
and  that  in  that  regard  the  reason  for  his  concern  was  that  it  was  his 
understanding  that  Colson  had  talked  with  Hunt  or  with  Bittman 
about  clemency. 

Mr.  Thompson.  All  right. 

The  discussion  of  the  23d,  of  coui-se,  followed  that,  along  the  same 
line? 

^Tr    HALDETvrAN.  Yes,  sir. 


Mr.  Thompson.  You  have  already  mentioned  the  so-called  blackmail 
point  that  was  discussed. 

]\Ir.  Haldeman.  That  is  right,  which  was  cited  as  an  example  of 
the  problem  of  money. 

He  also— that  was  the  most  recent  example — he  did  describe  to  the 
President  some  background  in  the  sense  of  money  for  defendants,  that 
there,  had  been  an  effort,  in  fact,  money  had  been  obtained  and  pro- 
vided to  the  defendants,  and  I  am  virtually  certain  that  he  said  that 
this  was  for  legal  fees.  In  other  w-ords,  let  me  put  it  the  other  way, 
I  do  not  recall  in  that  meeting  cither  when  T  was  there  or  at  any  time 
prior  to  when  T  came  in,  but  wIkU  T  heard  from  the  tape,  any  reference 
to  nionev  l)eing  supiilied  for  defendants'  silence. 

Ml'.  THo:\ri>sox.  But  only  what  you  have  related. 

"Wliat  did  you  liear  on  tlie  tape  concerning  the  Ellsberg  matter? 
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I  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  present  this  opening 
stacement  to  your  Coumittee.   I  shall  first  attempt  to  the  best 
of  my  recollection  to  recount  my  knowledge  of  the  events 
surrounding  the  Watergate  Affair. 

I  will  also  attempt,  if  I  may,  to  give  this  Committee 
some  insight  into  the  mood  and  atmosphere  which  existed  in 
the  White  House  during  the  Nixon  years.   I  have  followed  your 
proceedings  to  date;  it  is  clear  that  you  are  seeking  to  deter- 
mine not  only  vjhat  in  fact  happened,  hut  why  and  how  these 
things  could  have  happened. 

AS  TO  THE  FACTS: 

I  first  heard  that  there  had  been  a  burglary  at  the 
Democratic  "National  CcTaiittee  headquarters  on  the  radio.   It 
v.'ci  Saturday,  June  17,  1972,   I  thoughc  it  was  no  more  than  an 
ordin.irv  uurgla:'v  --  one  more  adJitloa  to  the  Do  C.  crime 


(253) 


6.3     CHARLES  COLSON  DRAFT  STATEMENT,   SSC,   SEPTEMBER,    1975,    1^    41-43 

41. 

probably  learn  I  had  reconmended  to  the  President  the 
appointment  of  an  independent  special  couns^el,  I  would 
rather  have  him  hear  it  directly  from  me.   I  therefore 
told  him  of  the  recommendation. 

Mr.  Dean  has  testified  before  this  Committee  that 
he  was  on  that  day  very  disappointed  that  the  President  had 
decided,  as  he  put  it,  not  to  act.  ,  Yet  his  response  to 
me  that  evening  was  that  the  appointment  of  a  special  counsel 
would  "never  work".   He  said  the  only  way  it  could  possibly 
work  would  be  to  have  the  special  counsel"reporting  to  him", 
that  is,  Dean.   I  told  John  Dean  that  that  v/ould  never  work,  that 
the  President  had  to  have  a  counsel  vrho  had  not  been  involved 
in  any  way,  v/ho  had  no  personal  interest,  and  v/ho  v/as 
completely  free  to  get  all  the  facts  and  recommend  whatever 
had  to  be  done  to  clean  up  the  mess.   Mr.  Dean's  reaction  to 
my  proposal  was  not  that  of  a  man  seeking  a  solution  or  a  way 
for  the  President  to  get  to  the  truth  but  rather  the  reaction 
of  a  man  desperately  seeking  to  retain  control  of  the 
investigation.   I  novi  realize  why  Mr.  Dean  would  not  v;ant 
an  independent  counsel  appointed;   he  would  have  been  exposed. 


I   ask 


On  the  next  day,  March  23,  Bob  Haldenian  called  to 
ask  x-7hat  representations  I  had  made  to  Howard  Hunt  with 
respect  to  the  commutation  of  his  sentence.   I  told  him 


(254) 


6.3     CHARLES  COLSON  DRAFT  STATEMENT ,    SSC ,    SEPTEMBER,    1972^    1^    41-43 

42. 

I  had  made  no  such  representations,  that  I  had  not  seen 
Hunt  since  before  the  Watergate,  that  I  had  seen  his  lavr/er 
on  two  or  three  occasions,  but  no  coinmitment  of  any  kind 
had  ever  been  made.   I  told  him  that  I  had  met  with  Mr. 
Bittman  in  early  January  and  had  given  only  a  general 

expression  of  sympathy,  that  I  had  assured  Mr.  Bittman  I 

■■*■ ' 

would  do  anything  I  could  to  help  Howard  Hunt.   I  told  Mr. 
Haldeman  further  that  I  had  written  a  mem.orandum  to  the  file 
and  had  advised  Messrs.  Ehrlichman  and  Dean  fully. 

He  asked  whether  I  had  ever  met  McCord  or  had 
anything  to  do  with  him.   I  had  not  and  told  him  so. 

Mr.  Haldeman  then  asked  me  about  the  phone  conversation 
I  had  had  with  Jeb  Magruder  in  February  of  1972.   He  said  that 
Magruder  was  contending  that  he  had  been  "ordered  to  get  the 
operation  started  by  you"  or  words  to  that  effect.   I  told 
Bob  that  that  was  untrue,  that  I  had  never  been  able  to  order 
Magruder  to  do  anything.   I  also  said  that  it  Xi7as  strange 
that  Jeb  Magruder  would  now  be  remembering  the  phone  conver- 
sation, that  it  had  never  come  up  before,  and  that  I  doubted 
that  Magruder  honestly  believed  I  was  urging  him  to  do  anything 
with  respect  to  Watergate  or  anything  like  it.   I  also  explainec 
to  Hr.  Haldeman  that  I  had  described  this  conversation  in  a 
memo  to  the  file  of  June  20.   I  told  him  I  had  sent  the 
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memo  to  Mr.  Dean  on  August  29  and  Dean  had  told  me  to 
destroy  it. 

We  also  discussed  the  question  of  executive  privilege 
and  the  question  of  all  White  House  aides  voluntarily 
appearing  before  the  Grand  Jury.   Mr.  Haldetnan  said  that 
he  was  concerned  that  the  President  not  appear  to  be 
covering  up.   A  copy  of  my  memorandum  to  the  file  regarding 
this  conversation  with  Mr.  Haldeman  has  been  furnished  to 
the  Con=2ittee  staff.   The  more  I  reflected  upon  Mr.  Haldeman' s 
question  regarding  my  phone  call  to  Magruder  over  a  year 
earlier,  the  more  apprehensive  I  became.   Was  someone  now 
going  to  use  this  innocent  call  as  a  means  for  putting  the 
blame  on  me?   I  had  seen  Magruder  dozens  of  times  since  that 
call.   He  had  never  once  mentioned  it  to  me.   No  one  had.   ^-Jhy 
now? 


I  then  phoned  John  Dean  to  ask  him  whether  he  was 
aware  that  Magruder  was  now  alleging  that  I  had  urged  him 
(Mr.  Magruder)  to  approve  the  VJatergate.  I  reminded  Dean 
that  I  had  sent  him.  Dean,  in  August  1972,  a  memo  of  the 
phone  call.  Mr.  Dean  asked  me  whether  I  had  kept  a  copy 
of  the  memo  and  I  told  him  I  had.  Dean  then  cold  me  he 
had  heard  Magruder 's  story,  that  I  should  pay  no  attention 
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March  23,    1973 
2:15  D.  m. 


iVEMORANDUM  FOR  THE  FILE 
FROM:    CHARLES  COLSON 


iiob  Haldeman  just  called  and  asked  what  representations  I  had 
made  to  Hov.-ard  Hunt  with  respect  to  the  commutation  of  Ins   sentence 
1  told  him  that  I  had  made  no  representation,    that  I  had  not  seen 
Howard  Hunt  since  the  Watergate,   that  I  had  seen  his  lawyer  twice 
perhaps  three  times,   at  his  lawyer's  request  (and  at  John  Dean's     * 
request).     Bob  asked  what  I  had  told  Bittm.an,   and  I  simply  said 
that  I  told  lum  essentially  that  I  considered  myself  Howard  Hunt's 
friend,   that  I  would  do  anything  anytime  that  I  possibly  could  for 
Howard. 

Bob  asked  whether  I  told  Howard  Hunt  that  his  sentence  v/ould  be 
commuted.bef ore.  Christmas  and  I  said, no;  that  I  had  not,   that  his  •- -- - 
-^v^er  had  =-Tnc  to  me  and  sa^d  th^f  Hunt:did  not  want  to  -o  to  j;.ii;-I - 
that  he  was  goxng.to  jail,   but  didn'twant.xo.stai^in  jiil  beyondthe  end'^'^.. 
of  this  year.     I  told  Bittman  that  I  had  noicontrol  over  that     that  I        -  """'" 
couldn't  m.ake  any  representations  in  any  respect,   but  th^.t'so  lono'^s     -  - 
I  was  around,   I  would  do  anything  I  could  to  help  Hunt,   that  I  felt  he        •   ~ 
had  been  punished  enough  and  that  he  should  not  be  subject  to  fu-'^cr 
punishment.     I  told  Bob  that  I  was  very  clear  in  what  I  had  said  to" 
Bittman.   that  in  fact  I  wrote  it  down  as  I  was  saying  it  so  thafthere 
would  never  be  a  misunderstanding,    that  I  had  made  very  exoUci- 
memoranda  for  the  file  and  that  I  had  advised  Ehrlichman  and'oeln  of 
the  conversations  since  I  had  been  asked  by  Dean  to  see  Bittman. 

Bob  asked  whether  I  had  ever  used  anyone  else's  name  in  the  con 
versation  and  I  said  no,   that  I  had  not.     He  asked  whether  Hun^  ^ni-h- 
have  the  impression  from  my  comm.uni cation  with  Bittman  that  n-  "  K^nt 
would  noL  serve  beyo^.d  the  end  of  this  year  in  prison  and  I  said  .h^t  he     ' 
might  well  have  drawn  xvhatever  conclusions  he  wante-;.  to  fi 


rom 


having  sam  tnat  I  would  do  anything  I  could  to  help  hi,n.  havinrr  s=,Td  that 
m  response  to  ti,=  snooific  point  thac  Hunt  did  not  want  to  serv^  beyond  tH 
end  ot  the  year.  Ilovovcr,  Bittman.  m  my  conversations  with  I-.m^^  u->de: 
stood  fui.y  llu.L  I  ..v.s  not  .n  a  position  to  say  anylhi:,,  more  exrM^c'it' than  ' 
vliat  1  clKl   say.  "  .     -^   •-  i-i-au 
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Hildciua,n  asU(       wl.ctlur  I  had  ever  met  \'.cCp-<i  or  had  anything  to 
do  with  McCord  and  I  said  no.    ric  asked  whether  L     ad  ever  made  any 
representations  to  V.cCord  and  I  said  no.     I  c::plaiiiod  I'nal  1  had  made 
no  rcprC£c;-.tations  direct  or  indirect  to  anyone.      Bob  aj^ain  asked 
whether  Hunt  could  get  the  impression  from  what  I  said  that  he  might 
be   out  before  the  end  of  the  year  and  my  answer  was  that  Hunt  could 
get  any  impression  he  wanted  from  the  fact  th.at  I  ha'd  stated  I  was  hJ.s 
friend  and  that  I  wovild  help  him  in  any  way  I  could  but  that  1  v.-as  explicit 
in  my  recollection  that  1  had  not  said  anything  that  would  give  anyor.e 
any  cause  to  have  any  specific  understandings.     In  fact,   there  was  no 
understanding. 

Bob  asked  whether  I  ever  mentioned  the  fact  that  I  had  discussed 
this  with  anyone  else  and  I  said  no,   I  had  not,   although  in  fact  I  did 
discuss  it  with  Dean  and  Ehrlichman. 

Bob  then  asked  me  v/hat  would  happen  if  Hunt  "blev/".     I  said  I  thought 
it  would  be  very  bad,   that  from  what  I  knew  he  would  say  things  that  would 
be  very  damaging.     Bob  said,    "then  v.-e  can't  let  that  happen".     I  told  Bob 
That  I  did  not  knew  how  much  Hov.-ard  Hunt  knew  first  hand,  but  that  he  had 
said  things  in  one  conversation  with  me  (recording  of  which  I  have)  and  liad 
said  things  to  Sh.a?iro  and  i-.ppcLrvrnLly  i:itt— an,   that  v/culd  be  highly  incrim- 
inating,  that  this  was  one  reason  that  acting  on  Shapiro's  advice,    I  had 
nothing  to  do. with  Hunt  or  his  lawyer  over  the  past  two  weeks  and  have 
stayed  out  of  any  contact  between  Hunt  or  anyone  else.  ro. 

Bob  then  asked  iv.c  about.a  phorcj  conversation  I-had  with  Jeb  .Magrjjder. 
I  told  hiniprecisely  how  I  remembered  the  conversation;    that  Hunt:  and  Lidd 
had  come  in  my  office  one  night,   unannounced,   that  it  was  sometijTie:in.> 
January'or  February  (I  could  not  remember  when),   that  Hunt  told  me 
Liddy  had  been  across  the  street,    had  some  excellent  plans-and  ideas  for 
intelligence  and  counter-intelligence,   but  that  he  hadn't  been  able  to  get 
anyone  to  approve  his  plans.     They  started  to  explain  what  the  plan  was 
and  I  told  them  that  I  wasn't  interested,   that  this  was  not  my  area,    that 
I  didn't  want  to  got  involved  or  spend  tl-.c  time,    but  that  I  would  call 
Magrudcr  and  ask  him  to  sec  them.     I  told  flaldeman  that  I  had  called 
Magrudcr  and  asked  Magrudcr  to  advise  them,    that  is.    Hunt  and  Liddy, 
or  specifically  Liddy,   whether  he  was  going  to  be  used  in  the  can^paign  or 
not.     Liddy's  position  was  that  "if  I'm.  just  |j;oing  to  be  sitting  around.   I 
don't  w.-ii.t  to  wajtc  niy  ;:;v.o:     I  have  some  id. -as   of  how  I  can  be  helpful,  ^ 

but  I  don't  want  Lu  jaut  sit  and  w:<.::le  lime  at  tlic   Committee".      Magrudcr 
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3.     ^ 

assured  me  that  he  would  see  that  their  plan  was  considered  and  that  he 
would  attend  to  it.     1  explained  lo  Jcb  that  I  wasn't  advocating  their  plan 
because  I  didn't  Vnow  wliat  it  was,    but  that  Hunt  was  a  good  man  and  if 
they  had  some  ideas  that  ought  to  be  explored  and  used,    that  they  should 
have  an  opporLuni'.y  t  >  talk  to  someone  tl;at  co\ild  cither  authorize  them 
to  do  something  or  not.     Haldeman  said  that  may  not  be  the  way  Ma^ruder 
remembers  the  cor-.versation.     Magruder,    he  said,    seems  to  think  that  he 
was  told  to  get  their  operation  started  by  Colson.     I  told  Haldeman  that  I 
had  never  been  abl  ;  to  order  Alagrudcr  to  do  anything. 

I  also  did  not  uzge  him  to  do  anything  other  than  to  let  Liddy  make  a 
presentation  of  wha-.over  his  ideas  were  and  in  fact  I  specifically  did  not 
endorse  thcni  bccau.-.e  I  did;i't  know  what  the  proposals  were.     I  asked 
Bob  whether  he  knew  whether  Magruder  had  any  different  recollection 
and  he  said  no,  but  hi   had  reason  to  thinlc  that  he  might. 

I  explained  to  Boh  that  Magruder  didn't  even  remember  the  conversation, 
that  I  had  written  a  rrismorandum  right  after  the  Watergate  of-  ever^'thina  I 
could  remember  and  in  it  I  h^d  that  phone  conversation.     When  I  showed 
the  memo  to  .John  Dean,    Dean  said,    in  effect:  "don't  show  that  to  anyone 
because.  Magruder  does  not  ever,  remember.your  calling  and  infe.ct,lha.s'--.as  ■ . 
already  testified;- lohn.  told  rhe,:.therefore",    not  to  leave  the  rhemoilvinCT-ino 
around  and  not  to  use  It  because  it  might  innpeacli  Magruder' s.  testimony.-nv. 

I  told  Bob  therefore  that  I  was  confident  that  Magruder  either  "didn^t 
remember  the  conversation  or  if  he  did  now,    certainly  wasn't  rememberintJ 
it  very  accurately. 

Haldeman  went  on  to  say  that  the  reason  for  his  call  was  the  question  before 
the  House,   i.e.  ,    should  all  White  Hoiise  aides  volunteer  imfriediately  to  <'o 
before  the  Grand  Jury  waiving  all  privileee.     I  told  Bob  if  we  did  that  we 
v/ould  in  turn  be  waiving  all  privilefre  before  the  Hill  and  that  we  would  end 
up  in  my  opinion  worse   oii',    particularly  since  the  Grand  Jury  has   no  rules 
of  evidence,  than  if  we  sininly  continued  to  adhere  to  a  sound  position  on 
executive  privilege. 

Bob  said  he  was   concerned  that  the  President  not  appear  to  be  coverin" 
up.     r  told  Bob  tl^at  I  didn't  think  the   President  had  done   so. 

Bob  asked  mc  in  the  conversation  with  Magruder  wh.eLher  I  had  said  1 
was   callia-   -.t  ai'.yo.-io      l.-.v.-';;    iirci.  iioa  r.  nd  I  sni  d  no,    t!\.it  I  realize   the 
gravamen  o:    Kia  cii.Cbi  i  on  \\iii(-h  v.j  ;. ,    IklcI  I  used  the    President's   name:   and  the 
answer  Wi-.s   obxiously   no  since  I  never  did  that  and  since  the  particular  call, 
in  any  event,    liad   not  arii;en  ouL  ol  anyilunL;  that  luid  eotno   up  with  the  F'residerit. 
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7.      According  to  Colson's  memorandum  to  the  file  regarding  the 
telephone  conversation  between  Colson  and  Haldeman  described  in  the 
preceding  paragraph,  Haldeman  also  questioned  Colson  about  a  telephone 
conversation  Colson  had  had  with  Magruder.  Colson  reported  to  Haldeman 
that  one  night  in  January  or  February  1972  Hunt  and  Liddy  had  come  to 
Colson's  office,  and  Hunt  had  stated  that  Liddy  had  some  excellent  plans 
and  ideas  for  intelligence  and  counterintelligence  which  he  had  not 
been  able  to  have  approved  at  CRP.   Colson  told  Haldeman  that  without 
learning  of  the  details  of  the  plan  or  endorsing  the  plan,  Colson  had 
telephoned  Magruder,  had  asked  Magruder  to  advise  Liddy  whether  he 
was  going  to  be  used  in  the  campaign,  and  had  told  Magruder  that  Hunt 
was  a  good  man  and  that  his  ideas  should  be  considered.  Colson  told 
Haldeman  that  Magruder  had  assured  Colson  that  the  plan  would  be  con- 
sidered. Haldeman  told  Colson  that  Magruder  might  not  remember  the 
conversation  the  same  way  and  that  Magruder  thought  Colson  had  told 
him  to  start  Liddy 's  operation.  Haldeman  also  told  Colson  that  the 
reason  for  Haldeman 's  call  was  to  help  decide  whether  all  White  House 
aides  should  volunteer  immediately  to  go  before  the  Grand  Jury  waiving 
all  privilege.  Haldeman  said  he  was  concerned  that  the  President  not 
appear  to  be  covering  up. 
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See  Book  I,  Tab  6  for  additional  evidence  regarding 
Colson's  1972  telephone  conversation  with  Magruder. 
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March  23,    1973 
2:15  o.  m. 


MEMORANDUM  FOR  THE  FILE 
FROM:    CHARLES  COLSON 

Bob  Haldeman  just  called  and  asked  what  representations  I  had 
u.ade  to  Howard  Hunt  with  respect  to  the  commutation  of  liis   sentence. 
I  told  him  that  1  had  made  no  representation,    that  I  had  not  seen 
Howard  Hunt  since  the  Watergate,   that  I  had  seen  his  lawyer  twice, 
perhaps  three  times,   at  his  lawyer's  request  (and  at  John  Dean's 
request).     Bob  asked  wnat  I  had  told  Bittman,   and  1  simply  said 
that  I  told  liim  essentially  that  I  considered  myself  Howard  Hunt's 
friend,   that  I  wovJd  do  anything  anytime  that  I  possibly  could  for 
Howard. 

Bob  asked  whether  I  told  Howard  Hunt  that  his  sentence  would  be 
commuted. before.  Christmas  and  I  said.no;   that  I  had  not,   that  his  hi? 
■'a-.V'.-e'-  had  cornc  tc  me  and  said  ■t}i^t  Hunt  •did  not  v.-aiii  Lo  Mo.to  jail,-.:l, 
that. he  was  going;to  jail,   but  didn't  want. to.  stay.an  jail  beyond  the  en.d  end 
of  this  year.     I  told  Bittman  that  I  had  no.control  over  that, ■.that  I  ^:  I 
coiildn't  make  any  representations  in  any  respect,   but  thjvt  so  long  as 
I  was  around,   I  would  do  anything  1  could  to  help  Hunt,   that  I  lelt  he 
had  been  punished  enough  and  that  he  should  not  be  subject  to  further 
punishment.     I  told  Bob  that  I  was  very  clear  in  what  1  had  said  to 
Bittman,    that  in  fact  I  wrote  it  down  as  1  was  saying  it  so  that'there 
would  never  be  a  misunderstanding,    that  I  had  made  very  explicit 
memoranda  for  the  file  and  that  1  had  advised  Ehrlichman  and  Dean  of 
the  conversations  since  I  had  been  asked  by  Dc.an  to  see  Bittman. 

Bob  asked  whether  I  had  ever  used  anyone  else's  name  in  the  con- 
versation and  I  said  no,   that  I  had  not.     He  asked  wl-.ether  Hunt  might 
have  the  impression  from  my  communication  with  Bittinan  that  ne,    H-unt, 
would  not  serve  beyond  the  end  of  this  year  in  prison  and  I  said  Lhat  he 
might  well  have  drawn  whatever  conclusions  he  wanted  to  from  my 
having  said  tiiat  I  would  do  aaylhin-  I  could  to  help  him.    having  said  that- 
in  rcs'ponbo  to  the  specific  point  :hat  Hunt  did  not  war.t  to  serve  b-yond  th-3 
end  of  th.e  year.     Hovevcr,    Bitiman.    in  my  conversations  with  hini.    uudci 
stood  fully  thai  I  ■.v.;s   not  in  a  posiLion  to  say  anylhiu-  more  explicit  than 
vl'.at  I  did   say. 
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MalduMiJ.n  ask,'       ui.ctli^r  I  h.-xcl  ever  n^ct   .\rcCr-d   or  had   .inyt'.unc:   to 

e  a.  r.y 


do  with  McCord  and  [  said  no.    Ml-  asked  whether  l      ad  ever  mad 


representations  to  McCord  and  I   said  no.      I  c;:plaii:cd  tnaL  I  iiad  made;  | 

no   rcprcEcr.iations  direct  or  indirect  to  anyone:      Bob  at^ai.n  asked  '"^ 

whether  Hunt  could  yet  th.e  impression  from  wh.at  I  said  ll-.at  he  mir-ht 

be   out  before  the  end  of  the  year  and  m.y  answer  was  that  Hunt  courd 

get  any  impression  he  wanted  from  the  fact  t]iat  I  ha'd  stated  I  was   his 

friend  and  th.at  I  would  liclp  him.  in  any  way  I  could  but  that  I  was  exolicit 

in  my  recollection  that  I  had  not  said  anything  that  wo\Ud  give  anyone  ' 

any  cause  to  have  any  specific  understandings.     In  fact,   there  v/as  no 

understanding. 

Bob  asked  whether  I  ever  mentioned  the  fact  that  I  had  discussed 
this  with  anyone  else  and  I  said  no,   I  had  not.   althoxigh  in  fact  1  did 
discuss  it  with  Dean  and  Ehrlichman. 

Bob  then  asked  me  what  would  happen  if  Ilunt  "blew".     I  said  I  thought 
it  would  be  very  bad.   that  from  what  I  knew  he  would  say  things  that  v/o^d 
1-2^ very  damaging.     Bob  said,    "then  v.-e  can't  let  that  happen".''   I  told  Bob 
that  I  did  not  knew  how  much  Hov.-ard  Hunt  knew  first  hand,   but  that  he  had 
said  things  in  one  conversation  with  m.e  (recording  of  which  I  have)  and  had 
said  thir.jis  to  Shapiro  and  Hypar^nlly  liittman.   th-t  would  be  hi<^h?'.-  ir-c-im- 
inating,   that  this  was  one  reason  that  acting  on  Siiapiro's  advice.    I  had 
nothing  to_do,\vith  Hunt  or  his  lawyer  over  the  past  two  weeks  and  have 
stayed  out.  of  any  contact  between  Hunt  .or  anyone  elscro. 


Bob  then  asked  iiic  about.a  phorc  conversation  Lhad  with  Jeb  Mao-r.uder'-' 
I  told  himpr.eciselyhow':!  remembered  the  conversation;    that  Hunt  andJLiddy 
had  come  in  my  office  one  night,   unannounced,   that  it  was   sometiine^  in  .  -•- 
January  or  February  (I  could  not  remember  wlien),   that  Hunt  told  me 
Liddy  had  been  across  the  street,    had  some  excellent  plans- and  idca^  for 
intelligence  and  counter-intelligence,   but  that  he  hadn't  been  able  to  o'et 
anyone  to  approve  his  plans.     Thoy  started  to  CKplain  what  the  plan  was 
and  I  told  them  that  I  wasn't  interested,   that  this  was  not  my  area',    thlt 
I  didn't  want  to  ijot  involved  or  spend  th.c  time,    but  that  I  would  call 
Magrudcr  and  ask  him  to  sec  thc.m.     I  told  Haldcman  that  I  had  called 
Magrudcr  and  asked  Ma.!;rudcr  to  advise  them,    that  is.    Hunt  and  Liddy, 
or  specifically  Liddy.    whether  he  was  going  to  be  used  in  the  campa^-'-n  or 
not.     Liddy's  position  was  that  "if  I'm  just  -oing  to  be  sitting  around  *I 
don't  w.-.r.L  to  wajtc  n>y  lin;.^:     I  h.ivc   so:no   id. -as   of  how  I  can  be  holpful. 
but  I  don't  uaul  to  jui^t  sit  and  \v;'-.;lc  time  at  the   Committee".     Maqrudc'r 
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assured  me  that  he  would  see  that  their  plan  was' considered  and  that  he 
would  attend  to  it.     I  explained  lo  Jeb  that  I  wasn't  advocating  their  plan 
because  I  didn't  know  what  it  was,    but  that  Hunt  was  a  good  man  and  if 
they  had  some  ideas  that  ought  to  be  explored  and  used,    that  they  should 
have  an  opportunity  t  )  talk  to  someone  tliat  could  cither  authorize  thcrrx 
to  do  something  or  not.     Haldeman  said  that  may  not  be  the  way  Magruder 
remembers  the  cor-.versation.     Magruder,    he  said,    seems  to  thinls.  that  he 
was  told  to  get  their  operation  started  by  Colson.     I  told  HaZdeman  that  I 
had  never  been  abl  =.  to  order  Magruder  to  do  anything. 

I  also  did  not\i;ge  him  to  do  anything  other  than  to  let  Liddy  make  a 
presentation  of  whatiiver  his  ideas  were  and  in  fact  I  specifically  did  not 
endorse  thcni  bccau.:e  I  didn't  know  what  the  proposals  were.     I  asked 
Bob  whether  he  knew  whether  Magruder  had  any  different  recollection, 
and  he  said  no,  but  hi:  had  reason  to  thinlc  that  he  might, 

I  explained  to  Boh  that  Magruder  didn't  even  remember  the  conversation,, 
that  I  had  written  a  memorandum  right  after  the  Watergate  of-  ever-^-lhing  I 
could  remember  and  in  it  I  had  that  phone  conversation.     When  I  showed 
the  memo  to  .John  Dean,.  Dean  said,   in  effect:  "don't  show  that  to  anyone 
because!  Magruder.  does,  not  ever,  remember.your  callingand  infect,'.ihasl-.as  . 
already.  tc3tified;-.iIohn  told  nie,.-.thereforeV   not  to  leave  the  rinemoclying-ing 
around  and  not  to  use  it  because  it  might  impeacli  Magruder' s.  testimony..- r.y. 

I  told  Bob  therefore  that  I  was  confident  that  Magruder  either 'didn't 
remember  the  conversation  or  if  he  did  now,    certainly  wasn't  remembering 
it  very  accurately, 

Haldeman  went  on  to  say  that  the  reason  for  his  call  was  the  question  before 
the  House,   i.e.  ,    should  all  White  House  aides  volunteer  immediately  to  go 
before  the  Grand  Jury  waivir.g  all  privilege.     I  told  Bob  if  we  did  that  we 
v/ould  in  turn  be  waiving  all  privilefre  before  tlie  Hill  and  that  we  would  end 
up  in  my  ooinion  worse  oit,    particularly  since  the  Grand  Jury  has  no  rules 
of  evidence,  than  if  we  simply  continued  to  adhere  to  a  sound  position,  on 
executive  privilege. 

Bob  said  he  was  concerned  that  the  President  not  appear  to  be  covering 
up.     r  told  Bob  that  I  didn't  think  the   President  had  done  so. 

Bob  asked  mc  in  the  conversation  with  Magruder  wl^.ethcr  I  had  said  1 
was   calling;  ot  :i:;y  tiiic    -l.-.^-'i;  •:  ire  cl  icii  r.iid  I  s.ii  d  iK>,    tV.ot  I  realise  the 
"ravamon  of  his  ciiicsi'ion  \\i-.i>:h  v.iii,    hritl  I  used  '.he   Prosidci'it' s   nama  and  the 
answcr-w  c'.s   obviously  no  since  1  never  did  Ih.-vt  and  since  the  particular  call, 
in  any  event,    iuid   not  arii;en  out  of  anylhing  t!iaL   lui.d  cuu\e  up  with  llic   President. 
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8.      On  the  afternoon  of  March  23,  1973  Dean  and  his  wife  went  to 
Camp  David,  Maryland.   The  I'Jhite  House  compilation  of  meetings  and 
conversations  between  the  President  and  John  Dean  indicate  that  the 
President  spoke  by  telephone  with  Dean  at  Camp  David  from  3:28  to  3:44 
p.m.   Dean  has  testified  that  after  the  operator  said  that  the  President 
was  calling  Halderaan  came  on  the  line  and  said  that  while  Dean  was  at 
Camp  David  he  should  spend  some  time  writing  a  report  on  everything  he 
knew  about  Watergate.  Dean  has  testified  that  when  he  asked  whether 
the  report  was  for  internal  or  public  use  Halderaan  said  that  would  be 
decided  later.   Halderaan  has  testified  that  Dean  had  been  told  to  write 
a  report  prior  to  the  time  he  left  for  Camp  David. 
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1002 
Senaror  Bayers  sta.f  wrzs  verj  dasirous  of  a  meerir.^  t:o  jrec  -midan 


If** 


it  ^as  at  trus  pom:  that  tiie  President  called  ch.;  Atto?r,---r  General 
and  told  mm  mat  he  should  gee  up  to  meer  Tvith  S.^naLor' Bakpr'as 
soon  as  possible  and  get  some  of  these  problems  re-ardin-  csecn-ive 
px-u-iiega  and  cne  turning  of  documents  over  resolved  witTi  the  com- 
mittee immediirely.  After  the  conversation  with  the  Attornpv  General 
tnere  was  a  continued  discussion  of  how  to  deal  with  the  En-in  com- 
mittee. I  asked  the  President  to  excuse  me  from  the  meetino-  foV  a. 
moment  because  I  was  working  with  Ziegler  on  a  response  to  a  state- 
ment that  Gray  had  made.  The  President  asked  me  what  that  was.' 
a&ouc  and  I  then  explained  to  him  about  Grav's  statement.  I  told  him' 
what  Gray  had  said  and  I  also  told  him  what  the  facts  were  Ke  ex- 
cused me  to  use  the  telephone  in  his  office  and  said  that  I  should  "-et 
that  resolved  as  quickly  as  possible.  -  ° 

■Wnen  I  returned  to  the  conversation  with  the  President.  :MitcheH 
Haldeman,  and  Ehrlichman,  they  were  still  talking  about  dealing-  wi^h- 
the  Lrvm  committee.  The  President  told  me  that  the  '^Tiite  House 
should  start  directly  dealing  with  the  committee  and  that  I  should  <n) 
up  and  commence  discussions  -with  Senator  Ervin  as  to  the  paramete°rs 
ot  executive  privilege. 

I  told  the  President  that  I  did  not  think  this  would  be  wise  because 
I  was  very  much  the  party  in  issue  with  regard  to  the  Judiciary  Com- 
miLtee  hearmgs  and  that  it  would  be  imwise  for  me  to  o-o  to  the  Hill 
and  negotiate  my  own  situation.  The  President  agreed^'and  Ehrlich- 
man said  that  he  would  commence  discussions. 

Tlie  meeting  was  almost  exclusively  on  the  subject  of  how  the  White 
House  should  posture  itself  vis-a-vis  the  Ervin  committee  hearin<^. 
There  was  absolutely  no  indication  of  any  changed  attitude  and  it  was 
liJ<e  one  of  many,  many  meetings  I  had  been  in  before,  in  which  the 
talk  was  of  strategies  for  dealing  with  the  hearings  rather  than  any 
effort  to  get  the  truth  out  as  to  what  had  happened  both  before  June 
17  and  after  June  17. 

^,  ^ojo^ing  this  meeting  with  the  President,  it  was  apparent  to  me 
that  I  had  failed  in  turning  the  President  around  on  this  subject,  but 
iihriichman  and  Haldeman  began  taking  over  with  ref^ard  to  deal- 
ing with  a  new  problem,  -which  had  become  John  Dean.^as  they  were 
aware  of  the  fact  that  I  was  very  unhappy  about  the  situation. 

_^„^^  Trip  to  C.iitp  Da-vid 

I  On  Friday  morning,  March  23,  ray  house  was  surrounded  bv  camera 
Icrews  as  a  result  of  Gray's  statement  the  day  before,  that  I  had 
•probably  lied."  Accordinglv,  I  decided  to  wait  u-til  the  camera  c  vs 
departed  before  going  to  the  office.  It  was  midmorninrr  n-l>en  Paul 
O  Brien  called  to  tell  me  about  Judire  Sirica's  readin.^  :\rcCord"s  letter 
in  open  court.  O'Brien  gave  me  the  high  points  of  the  letter  as  thev 
had  been  reported  to  him  by  someone  from  the  courthouse  He  also 
told  me  that  ^fcCord  had  onlv  hearsav  knowledge.  T  then  called 
Ehrlichman  to  tell  him  about  it.  PTe  said  he  had  a  copv  of  Hie  letter  and 
re;Kl  iL  to  me.  I  asked  him  how  he  received  a  copv  so  quioklv 

Ke  responded :  -rt  just  came  floatino'  into  mv  office."  Ho  a->kod  me 
what  I  thought  about  it  and  T  t  Id  him  I  was  nC  ^urpri-^od  at  all 
and  repeated  to  hmi  what  O-B.-ien  had  told  me  tliat  >rcCord  iM-obablv 
had  only  Iiearsay  knowledge.  Ife  asked  me  if  I  was  in  mv  office  and 
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I  informed  him  that  I  was  a  prisoner  of  the  press  and  would  be  in 
shortly. 

After  my  conversation  with  Ehrlichman,  ths  President  called.  Ke- 
{errin<r  to  our  meeting  on  March  21  and  .McCords  letter,  he  said: 
''Wei!,  John,  you  were  right  in  your  prediction.''  He  then  sii:r,i;ested 
I  go  up  to  Camp  David  and  analyze  the  situation.  He  did  not  initmct 
me  to  write  a  report,  rather  he  said  to  go  to  Camp  David,  "take  your 
wife.,  and  get  some  relaxation."  He  then  alluded  to  the  fact  that  Iliad 
been  imder 

Senator  Ervix.  I  -will  have  to  depart  because  I  have  less  than  5 
minutes  to  get  over  there.  This  is  good  training  for  running  in  the 
Olympics. 

[Recess.] 

Senator  Baktr.  ilr.  Dean,  we  are  not  trying  to  hurry  along  but  I 
stayed  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  until  this  rollcall  began  because  in 
the  last  short  rollcall  vote  Senator  TTeicker  and  I  missetl  the  vote  and 
one  or  two  others  did,  and  so  we  are  going  to  interchange  in  the  interest 
of  time.  If  you  do  not  mind  you  might  continue  now. 

Mr.  Df..\n.  Thank  you,  Senator. 

He  then  alluded  to  the  fact  that  I  had  been  under  some  rather  intense 
pressure  lately,  but  he  had  been  through  this  all  his  life  and  you 
cannot  let  it  get  to  you.  He  said  that  he  was  able  to  do  his  liest  thinking 
at  Camp  David,  and  I  should  get  some  rest  and  then  assess  where  we 
are  and  where  we  go  from  here  and  report  back  to  him.  I  told  him 
I  would  go. 

My  wife  and  I  arrived  at  Camp  Dand  in  the  midaftcrnoon.  As  we 
entered  the  cabin  in  which  we  were  staying,  the  phone  was  ringing. 
The  operator  said  it  was  the  President  calling  but  Haldeman  came  on 
the  phone.  Haldeman  said  that  -while  I  was  there  I  slioidd  spend  some 
tirne  writing  a  report  on  everything  I  knew  r.bout  the  Watergate.  I 
said  I  would  do  so.  I  asked  him  if  it  was  for  internal  use  or  public  use. 
Hcsaid  that  would  be  decided  later. 

r  spent  the  rest  of  the  day  and  the  next  day  thinlcing  about  this 
entire  matter.  I  reached  the  conclusion,  based  ou  earlier  convci-sations 
I  had  with  Ehrlichman.  that  he  -woidd  never  admit  to  his  involvement 
in  the  coverup.  T  did  not  know  about  Haldeman,  but  I  assumed  that 
he  would  not  because  he  would  believe  it  a  higher  duty  to  protect  the 
President.  The  more  I  thou-rht  about  it  the  more  I  "realized  that  I 
should  step  forsvard  because  there  was  no  way  the  situation  was  going 
to  get  better— rather,  it  could  only  get  worse,  ^^y  most  difficult  prol)^ 
lem  was  how  I  could  end  this  mess  withoiit  mortally  wounding  the 
President.  I  had  no  answer,  because  I  fr-lt  once  T  came  forward  the 
matter  would  be  for  the  American  people  to  decide,  and  not  for  me  to 
decide.  T  finally  concluded  that  I  woulcl  have  to  think  of  some  way  for 
the  President  to  get  out  in  front  of  the  matter,  despite  what  happened 
to  evervbodv  else. 

I  calli^l  Mr.  ^foore  and  talked  with  him  about  it.  Wc  talked  about 
a  ProsidenH.il  snepch.  whore  thn  President  would  inally  lay  Hie  facts 
out ;  wo  talked  about  immunitv  for  everyone  involved :  we  talked  about 
a  special  Warrcn-type  commission  that  would  put  tlie  facts  out:  we 
talked  about  some  Italf  measures  that  mifrht  s;'tisfv  the  public  interest : 
but  we  both  realized  that  notliing  less  than  the  truth  woidil  sell.  .-Vs  T 
mentioned  earlier,  ^loore  and  I  liad  talked  .ibout  some  of  these  con- 
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over  the  following  week,  regarding  the  White  House  staff  going  to  the 
Senate  committee  without  executive  privilege;  but  more  importantly, 
regarding  the  assignment  to  John  Dean  to  prepare  a  full  and  complete 
report  on  all  of  the  facts  of  the  matter.  After  the  March  22  meeting  in 
the  afternoon,  the  President  left  for  Key  Biscayne.  The  rest  of  us 
remained  in  Washington.  I  went  to  Key  Biscayne  the  next  morning  to 
join  the  President  for  the  weekend.  John  Dean  went  home  to  write  his 
report,  but  found  that  he  was  besieged  by  reporters  as  a  result  of  the 
Pat  Gray  allegation  that  he  had  lied,  and  so  the  President,  in  talking  to 
him  on  the  phone  the  next  day,  suggested  that  he  go  to  Camp  David 
where  he  would  be  free  from  the  press  and  would  have  an  uninter- 
rupted opportunity  to  get  his  report  prepared.  I  arh  convinced  that 
there  was  a  discussion  of  Dean  writing  a  report,  and  that  when  we  left 
the  meeting  on  the  afternoon  of  the  22d  it  was  clear  in  all  of  our  minds 
that  that  was  Dean's  f^^ignment  and  that  he  was  expected  to  do  so  over 
the  next  couple  of  days 

CAMP  DAVID 

Over  the  weekend  that  Dean  was  at  Camp  David  I  had  several 
phone  conversations  with  him.  There  was  a  story  that  Dean  and  Ma- 
gruder  knew  about  the  bugging  and  that  was  a  matter  of  concern 
to  Dean  with  which  he  was  dealing.  He  had  obviously  been  "working 
on  the  report  he  was  supposed  to  be  preparing  and  perhaps  talking 
to  people.  He  seemed  now  to  feel  that  ilagruder  was  definitely  in- 
volved. He  gave  that  indication,  which  he  had  given  before,  on  the 
phone.  He  was  not  at  all  sure  about  whether  or  not  Mitchell  was 
involved. 

On  the  26th,  I  had  a  long  phone  call  with  Dean.  It  is  interesting 
:because  he  said  there  was  no  communication  on  that  day  of  any 
significance. 

I  had  called  Dean — this  is  on  the  26th — to  ask  if  he  would  have 
any  problem  if  the  President  announced  that  day  that  he  was  request- 
ing that  Dean  be  called  to  the  grand  jury  without  immunity,  and 
I  specified  that  because  in  the  earlier  discussions  Dean  had  made  the 
point  of  immunity.  Dean  said,  "No,  I  would  have  no  problem  with 
that."  Then  he  said,  "I  have  been  working  on  this  whole  thing  and 
trying  to  analyze  what  our  problems  are." 

He  said  there  is  a  problem  with  Magruder  regarding  the  planning 
meetings,  because  apparently  he  has  testified  as  to  the  number  of  meet- 
ings and  the  content  of  the  meetings  and  his  testimony  -vvas  different 
than  what  mine  would  be  if  I  went  to  the  grand  jury  now.  He  said 
there  was  only  one  meeting,  and  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  discussing 
campaign  spending  laws;  while,  in  fact,  tliere  were  two  meetings  and 
they  "were  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  intelligence  presentations 
by  Liddy. 

He  said,  "In  looking  over  this  whole  thing,  there  are  several  areas 
of  concern.  One  is  the  blackmail  area.  Blackmail  started  way  back." 
This  was  the  first  time  he  spelled  this  out  to  me.  Mitchell  was  hit 
by  Parkinson  or  O'Brien,  who  were  hit  by  Bittman,  who  was  hit 
by  Hunt,  who  had  been  hit  by  the  defendants  saying  that  they  needed 
money  and  if  they  did  not  get  it  thev  "were  iroiuir  to  cause  trouble. 
It  was  not  spelled  out  much  more  than  tliat,  T  do  not  think. 
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?/Wl 


AM    10:12      11:55     Prosicl^.t  n.ot  .vith  M:-.    Doan  i.  the  Oval  Office.  ' 

^ir.    Hftla,;n^an  was  also  present  for  at  least 
part  of  the  time. 

PM       5:20      6:01      President  met  ^vithMr.    0  =  an  in  the  President's 

EOB  office.     Also  present  were: 

Mr,    Ziegler  (departed  at  5:25) 
Mr.    Haldeman 

Mr.    Ehrlichman     (5:25-6:01)  1^3  i-j3G 
^^Gen.    Sc  owe  reft  (5:27-6:05) 

March  22,    1973 

PM      1:57       3:43     President  met  with  Mr.    Dean  in  the  President'. 

EOB  Office.  Also  present  were: 
Mr.  Ehrliclin-an  (2:00-3:40) 
Mr.  Halden-ic-.n  (2:01-3:40) 
Mr.    Mitchell  (2:01-3:43) 


March  23,  1973 

PM    12:44  1:02      President  talked  long  d-i.tanee  with  Mr.    Dean. 

(The  President  initiated  the  call  from  Florid 
to  Mr.    Dean  who  v/as  in-AVashington,    D.  C.  ) 

3:28  3:44     President  talked  long  distance  with  Mr.    Dean. 

^"^'^^  President  initiated  the  call  from  Florid 

■  to  Mr.    Dean  who  was  in  Camp  Da%n:d,    Md.  ) 


a 


a 


No 


contact  during  the  period  April  1-14 


April  15.    1973 

PM      9:17     10:12      President  met  with  Mr.    Dean  in  the  President's 

EOB  Office. 

.March  22:        Deleted   -      f^/^^      nv 
i^  fj^;-    5^-:.-"   scheduled  to  attend  the  President's 

sta.f  brieung  in  the  EOB  Briefin;^  Room  which 
the  President  attended  from  8:44-9:03.     Attendance 
.       vvan   not  confirr,„:d  on  this   bviefina.  ) 
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9.      Between  March  23  and  March  28,  1973  John  Dean  stayed  at  Camp 
David  and  attempted  to  prepare  a  report  on  matters  relating  to  the 
break- in  at  the  DNC  headquarters  and  the  investigation  of  the  break- in. 
A  draft  of  portions  of  a  report  was  prepared  by  Dean,  and  partially 
typed.   It  related  certain  events  before  and  after  the  Watergate 
break-in.   The  draft  report  made  no  reference  to  Dean's  meetings  with 
the  President  or  to  any  statements  or  actions  by  the  President.   Dean 
has  testified  that  during  his  stay  at  Camp  David  he  decided  that  he 
would  have  to  think  of  some  way  for  the  President  to  get  out  in  front 
of  the  matter  and  that,  during  a  telephone  conversation  with  Haldeman, 
he  discussed  the  creation  of  an  independent  Warren-type  commission.  On 
March  28,  1973  Haldeman  called  Dean  and  requested  that  he  return  to 
Washington  to  meet  with  Mitchell  and  Magruder. 

Page 

9.1  John  Dean  testimony,  3  SSC  1003-06 272 

9.2  John  Dean  testimony,  SSC  Executive  Session,  June 

16,  1973,  132-35 276 

9.3  John  Dean  Camp  David  report,  SSC  Exhibit  No. 

34-43,  3  SSC  1263-93 280 
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I  informed  him  that  I  was  a  prisoner  of  the  press  and  would  be  in 
shortly. 

After  ray  convei-sation  with  Ehrlichman,  the  President  called.  Re- 
ferring to  our  meeting  on  Marcli  21  and  McCord's  letter,  he  said: 
'•WelCjohn,  you  were  right  in  your  jn-cdiction."  He  then  suggested 
I  go  up  to  Cump  David  and  analyze  tlie  situation.  He  did  not  instruct 
me  to  write  a  report,  rather  he  said  to  go  to  Camp  David,  'take  your 
wife,  and  get  some  relaxation."  He  then  alluded  to  the  fact  that  I  had 
been  under 

Senator  Ervix.  I  A^ill  have  to  depart  because  I  have  less  than  5 
minutes  to  get  over  there.  This  is  good  training  for  running  in  the 
Olympics. 

[Recess.] 

Senator  Baker,  irr.  Dean,  we  are  not  trying  to  hurry  along  but  I 
stayed  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  until  this  rollcall  began  because  in 
the"  last  short  rollcall  vote  Senator  TTeicker  and  I  missed  the  vote  and 
one  or  two  others  did,  and  so  we  are  going  to  interchange  in  the  interest 
of  time.  If  you  do  not  mind  you  might  continue  now. 

]Mr.  Dean.  Thank  vou.  Senator. 

He  then  alluded  to'the  fact  that  I  had  been  under  some  rather  intense 
pressure  lately,  but  he  had  been  through  this  all  his  life  and  you 
cannot  let  it  get  to  you.  He  said  that  he  was  able  to  do  his  best  thinking 
at  Camp  David,  and  I  should  get  some  rest  and  then  assess  where  we 
are  and  where  wc  go  from  here  and  report  back  to  him.  I  told  him 
I  would  go. 

My  wife  and  I  arrived  at  Camp  Da-vid  in  the  midafternoon.As  we 
entered  the  cabin  in  which  we  were  staying,  the  phone  was  ringing. 
The  operator  said  it  was  the  President  calling  but  Haldeman  came  on 
the  phone.  Haldeman  said  that  while  I  was  there  I  should  spend  some 
time  writinir  a  report  on  everything  I  knew  :.bout  the  AVatergate.  I 
said  I  would  do  so.  I  asked  him  if  it  was  for  internal  use  or  public  use. 
He  said  tliat  would  be  decided  later. 

spent  the  rest  of  the  day  and  the  next  day  thinking  about  this 
entire  matter.  I  reached  the  conclusion,  based  on  earlier  convei-sations 
I  had  with  Ehrlichman,  that  he  would  never  .-idmit  to  his  involvement 
in  the  covorup.  T  did  not  know  about  Haldeman.  but  I  assumed  that 
he  would  not  because  he  would  believe  it  a  higher  duty  to  protect  the 
President.  The  more  T  thou.q'ht  about  it  the  more  I  realized  that  I 
should  step  forward  because  there  was  no  way  the  situation  was  going 
to  get  better— rather,  it  could  only  got  worse,  ^fy  most  difficult  prob- 
lem was  how  I  could  end  this  mess  without  mortally  wounding  the 
President.  T  had  no  answer,  because  I  felt  once  T  came  forward  the 
matter  would  be  for  the  American  people  to  decide,  and  not  for  me  to 
decide.  T  finally  concluded  that  T  would  have  to  think  of  some  way  for 
the  President  to  get  out  in  front  of  the  matter,  despite  what  happened 
to  evervbodv  else. 

T  called  Mr.  '^^oo^e  and  talked  with  him  about  it.  T\V  talked  about 
a  Presidential  sneech.  where  thr^  President  would  leally  lav  the  facts 
out ;  we  talked  about  immunitv  for  everyone  involved :  we  talked  about 
a  special  "Warren-type  commission  that  would  put  the  facts  out:  we 
talked  about  some  half  measures  that  miirht  satisfy  the  public  interest : 
but  we  botli  realized  that  nothing;  less  than  tho  truth  wou'd  sell.  As  T 
mentioned  earlier,  ^foore  and  T  had  talked  about  seme  of  these  con- 
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cepts  on  previous  occasions,  but  we  still  did  not  have  an  answer  that 
would  bring  the  full  truth  out  because  of  the  criminal  implications 
of  the  behavior  of  those  involved. 

On  Saturday,  I  began  reconstructing  all  I  knew  and  began  writing 
a  report.  I  spent  Saturday  afternoon  and  evening,  Sundav,  and  ^loi" 
day  reconstructing  and  writing.  On  Monday  I  aslccd  my  "secretary  to 
come  to  Camp  David,  bring  certain  documents  that  I  liad  requested, 
and  commence  typing.  I  did  not  realize  how  difficult  it  would  be  to 
reconstruct  my  knowledge  from  memory.  I  had  not  kept  a  diaiT  or 
even  a  calendar  of  all  my  activities,  thus,  I  have  been  reconstructing 
my  knowledge  of  this  matter  since  March  2.3  to  this  day. 

On  Sunday  evening,  ilarch  25, 1  was  informed  that  the  Los  Angeles 
Times  and  the  "Washington  Post  were  going  to  print  a  stoiy  that  Ma- 
gnider  an.d  I  had  prior  knowledge  of  the  June  IT  bugging  ofthe  Demo- 
cratic National  Committee.  I  considered  the  story  libelous  then,  as  I  do 
today.  Upon  learning  that  tlie  story  was  going  to  be  printed,  I  contacted 
an  attorney,  Mr.  Tom  Hogan,  who  was  familiar  with  libel  law.  "We  dis- 
cussed the  matter.  He  then  decided  to  put  the  newspapers  on  notice  to 
preserve  a  libel  suit  in  the  event  they  printed  the  storv.  I  also  told  Mr. 
Hogan  that  when  I  returned  from  Camp  David  that'l  wanted  to  talk 
with  him  about  this  entire  matter  and  asked  him  to  think  about  some- 
one who  was  a  good  criminal  lawyer  because  I  was  planning  to  take 
certain  steps  in  the  near  future.  I  might  add  that  it  was  mv  thinking 
at  that  time  that  I  would  e.xplain  all  the  facts  to  a  knowledireable 
criminal  lawyer  to  determine  the  potential  problems  of  everyone  in- 
volved—from the  President  on  down— to  get  independent  adnce  on 
what  I  should  do. 

On  Monday  morning,  Jfarcli  26,  I  had  a  conversation  with  Halde- 
man  about  the  story  in  the  Los  Angeles  Times.  I  told  him  I  was  pre- 
pared to  file  a  libel  suit  and  had  retained  a  lawyer  to  put  tlie  newspapere 
on  notice.  I  told  him  that  he  knew  that  I  had  "not  known  of  the  Jime  17 
"Watergate  break-in  in  advance,  that  my  knowledge  of  tlie  entire  mat- 
ter ended  witii  the  second  meeting  in  ^Mitchell's  office.  I  told  Haldenuin 
that  Magruder  knew  that  I  had  no  prior  knowledge,  hut  T  did  not 
know  if  he  would  admit  it  publicly.  Haldeman  concurred  in  the  fact 
that  I  had  no  prior  knowledge  and  suggested  I  call  Magiuder  and  tape 
his  conversation. 

I  did  call  Magruder  and  by  using  a  dictaphone  held  to  the  receiver. 
I  recorded  the  call.  I  have  submitted  a  transcript  of  this  convei-sation 
to  the  committee:  the  long  and  short  of  this  conversation  was  that 
^fagruder  acknowledged  that  the  newspaper  accounts  were  a  "bum 
rap"  for  me  because  I  had  not  had  prior  knowledo-e  of  the  brealc-in. 

[Tlie  transcript  was  marked  exhibit  Xo.  0-1-40.*] 

Mr.  Df..\n-.  My  secretary  arrived  at  Camp  David  on  IMondav  after- 
noon aiul  began  typing  the  report.  On  Mondav  niirht.  I  had  given  addi- 
tional thought  to  how  the  President  might'get'  out  in  front  of  this 
matter  aiul  how  we  could  get  everyone  involved  to  speak  the  truth.  I 
caHed  Moore,  who  is  fairly  conservative  in  his  solutions  to  problems, 
antl  told  him  of  my  idea,  which  I  said  was  so  far  out  that  I  thought  it 
might  solve  the  awful  problem.  I  have  submitted  to  the  connnittee  a 
copy  of  my  notes  outlining  my  coiu-ept. 

[The  document  was  marked  exliibit  Xo.  ;?4-41.**] 

•SOO  p.   12.T'5. 

••See  p.  1261. 
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Mr.  Df.ax.  In  brief,  the  President  would  create  an  independent 
panel — that  wonld  be  invest iirator,  prosecutor,  and  judge  and  juiT  for 
everyone,  involxed.  It  would  l\ave  the  power  to  remove  officials  from 
office,  levy  fines,  and  impose  criminal  sanctions.  It  was  desig-ned  to  jrive 
cver>-  ma'n  a  fair  and  full  hearing,  and  proceed  in  a  manner  where 
peojjle  would  not  be  tried  publicly. 

Finally,  after  all  the  facts  were  in,  the  panel  would  render  its  judg- 
ments on  the  individuals  involved  and  report  to  the  public.  I  might 
note  that  if  the  special  prosecutor  and  this  committee  were  merged, 
made  independent,  and  proceeded  in  camera,  it  would  be  very  close  to 
the  concept  I  had  proposed  back  on  March  26. 

Moore  liked  the  idea  and  suggested  I  call  Ilaldeman.  which  I  did. 
He  was  intrigued,  but  not  ovenvhelmed.  It  was  becoming  incrcasLngh' 
clear  that  no  one  in\olved  was  willing  to  stand  up  and  account  for 
themselves. 

After  I  had  read  in  the  newspaper  on  Tuesday,  March  27,  that  the 
President  had  called  me  on  Monday  morning,  March  26 — which  he  had 
not — and  expressed  great  confidence  in  me  and  the  fact  that  I  had  not 
had  prior  knowledge  of  the  break-in  at  the  Democratic  National  Com- 
mittee, I  decided  to  attempt  to  contact  Jlr.  Liddy,  who  was  the  one 
man  who  could  document  the  fact  that  we  never  had  talked  about  his 
plans  following  the  Febiaiary  i  meeting  in  Mitchell's  office.  I  called 
Paul  O'Brien  and  asked  him  how  I  could  get  in  contact  with  Mr. 
Maroulis,  ilr.  Liddy's  attorney.  O'Brien  gave  me  Maroulis'  phone 
number,  but  told  me  I  could  not  reach  him  until  late  in  the  afternoon. 

I  called  Mr.  ilaroulis  about  5 :30  and  asked  him  if  I  might  get  some 
sort  of  sworn  statement  from  Liddy  regarding  ray  lack  of  prior 
knowledge  of  the  break-in  at  the  Democratic  National  Conimittee.  I 
told  him  of  the  two  meetings  in  ^Mitchell's  office,  and  that  ilr.  Liddy 
and  I  never  talked  about  his  plans  after  tlie  second  meeting.  To  this 
day.  I  am  convinced  that  if  and  when  ilr.  Liddy  ever  talks,  he  will  tell 
the  truth  as  he  knows  it.  I  was  hopeful  that  he  would  give  me  some 
sort  of  an  affidavit  attesting  to  the  facts,  but  his  lawyer  was  concerned 
about  his  fifth  amendment  problems. 

Mr.  Maroulis  called  me  back  on  Z>Iarch  29  after  I  had  i-eturned  from 
Camp  David,  after  he  had  talked  with  ilr.  Liddy.  I  requested  O'Brien 
to  make  a  memorandum  of  the  call,  as  he  was  with  Mr.  Maroulis  when 
he  made  the  c\\\.  I  have  submitted  to  the  committee  a  copy  of  this  docu- 
ment in  which  ^laroulis  advised  me  his  client  could  not  make  such  a 
.'Statement  because  it  might  result  in  a  waiver  of  his  fifth  amendment 
privileges,  that  to  give  such  a  statement  could  be  detrimental  to  others, 
but  Liddy  did  wish  to  convey  that  his  reasons  for  not  providing  such  a 
statement  was  not  because  he  disagreed  with  the  facts,  but  because  of 
the  advice  of  counsel. 

fThe  document  was  marked  e.xhibit  No.  3-1-42.*] 

Mr.  Dr..\x.  If  was  the  day  before  I  received  this  call,  ^larch  2S,  that 
iraldeman  had  culled  me  at  Camp  David  and  requested  that  I  return  to 
Washington.  He  told  me  that  he  was  meeting  -with  Mitchell  and 
Magruder  and  tliat  they  wished  to  n^eet  with  me.  I  told  Haldenuin  that 
I  really  did  not  wish  to  meet  witli  Mitchell  and  Magruder,  but  he  was 
insistent  that  I  return  and  meet  witli  them,  I  retiuned  from  Camp 
David  about  3:30  and  went  directly  to  Ilaldeman's  office.  He  toki  me 
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that  Mitchell  and  Magruder  were  waiting  in  another  ofBce  for  me  I 
asked  him  why  they  wanted  to  talk  to  me  and  he  said  that  tliey  wanted 
T  f  I  .  u  iT^  Ix  my  knowledge  of  the  meetings  in  .AlitchelFs  office. 
I  told  Haldeman  that  they  were  both  aware  of  the  situation  and  I  was 
not  going  to  he  if  asked  about  those  meetings.  Haldeman  said  that  he 
did  not  want  to  get  into  it,  but  I  should  go  in  and  work  it  out  with 
Mitchell  and  Magnider. 

T  ?^^*?j°  f^iscussing  the  meetings  with  ilitchell  and  ^ifagi-uder,  I  feel 
i  should  comment  on  my  reaction  to  the  discussion  I  had  just  had  with 
Mr  Haldeman.  Ivnowmg  how  freely  and  openly  he  had  discussed 
matters  in  the  past,  I  could  tell  that  he  was  back-peddlin^  fast  That 
he  was  now  in  the  process  of  uninvolving  himself,  but  kee^ping  othere 
mvolved.  This  was  a  clear  sign  to  me  that  Mr.  Haldeman  was  not 
going  to  come  forward  and  help  end  this  problem,  rather,  he  was  becrin- 
mng  to  protect  his  flanks.  It  was  my  reaction  to  this  meeHn^  with IHr 
Haldeman  and  his  evident  changed  attitude,  and  my  earlier  dealin-s 
with  Ehrhchman  where  he  had  told  me  how  I  should  handle  varioSs 
areas  of  my  t^timony  should  I  be  called  before  the  grand  jury  that 
made  nae  decide  not  to  turn  o^-er  to  them  the  report  I  had  written  at 
Camp  Davnd.  I  have  submitted  to  the  committee  a  copy  of  the  Camp 
David  report,  part  of  which  was  typed  by  my  secretary  at  Camp  David 
and  the  remainder  in  longhand,  which  I  had  not  put  in  final  narrative 
form  before  I  was  called  back  to  Washington. 
^[The  document  was  marked  exhibit  No.  34-43.*] 
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.21  \?.tu^  ^''J^^^'V''^  ^^^-  Haldeman's  office,  I  went  to  meet 
V  It h  Ml  chell  and  Magruder.  After  an  exchange  of  pleasantries,  they 
told  me  they  wished  to  talk  to  me  about  how  I  would  handle  any  testi- 
monial appearances  regarding  the  January  27  and  February  4  meetin<rs 
which  had  occurred  in  :\ritchell'3  office.  I  told  them  that  we  had  be^n 
through  tins  before  and  they  knew  well  my  underetanding  of  the  facts 
as  they  had  occurred  at  tliat  time.  .Mitchell  indicated  that  if  I  so  testi- 
lied,  it  could  cause  i)roblems.  IMagruder  then  raised  the  fact  that  I  had 
pr6\ioi.sly  agreed,  in  an  earlier  meeting,  that  I  would  follow  the  testi- 
monia    approach  they  had  taken  before  the  grand  juiy 

I  told  them  I  recalled  the  meeting.  :Magnider  then  said  that  it  had 
been  I  who  had  suggested  that  the  meetings  be  treated  as  dealing 
exchisiyely  with  the  election  law  and  that  explained  my  presence  At 
ttus  point  in  time,  I  decided  I  did  not  wish  to  get  into  a  debate  re<^ard- 
ing  that  meeting.  They  both  repeated  to  me  that  if  I  testified  Sther 
than  they  had  it  would  only  cause  problems.  I  said  I  understood  that. 
1  told  them  that  there  was  no  certainty  that  I  would  be  called  before 
the  grand  jury  or  the  Senate  committee  and  that  if  I  were  called  I 
might  invoke  executive  privilege,  so  the  question  of  my  testimony 
was  still  moot.  I  did  not  want  to  discuss  tlie  subject  furtlier  so  I  tried 
to  move  them  off  of  it.  Tliev  were  obviously  both  disappointed  that  I 
was  being  reluctant  in  agreeing  to  continue  to  perpetuate  their  earlier 
tcstimon}-. 

The  only  other  matter  of  any  substance  that  came  up  diirino-  that 
meetiiig  was  when  I  made  the  point  that  I  had  never  asked  Mrtchell 
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I  asked  him,  "What  does  that  mean",  that  is  when  I  was  as'-ed 
to  write  this  written  Dean  Report.   And  I  said  that  at  this 
time  I  would  suspect  that  the  Grand  Jury  would  reopen,  and  the 
whole  situation  would  change. 

Mr.  Dash.   After  the  election? 

Mr.  Dean.  After  the  election. 

Mr.  Dash.   Before  the  trial? 

Mr.  Dean.  Before  the  trial.  I  said  it  was  very  likely 
that  Haldeman,  Ehrlichman,  Strachan,  Mitchell,  Dean,  and  the 
like,  would  be  fighting  indictments. 

Mr.  Thompson.   Who  did  you  tell  this  to? 

Mr.  Dean.   To  Haldeman.   Ke  said,  "That  doesn't  seem  like 
a  very  viable  option,  does  it",  and  I  said,  "Well,  I'm  ready 
to  stand  up  at  any  time,  and  it's  an  option  that  we  ought  to 
continue  to  presume. 

Mr.  Shaffer.   Can  we  go  off  the  record? 

(Discussion  off  the  record) 

Mr.  Thompson.   If  V7e  can  go  to  the  23rd,  that  is  when  you 
wf It  to  Camp  David? 

Mr.  Dear..   Right. 

Mr.  Thompson.   Can  you  tell  us  how  that  came  about? 

Mr.  Dean.   Well,  as  I  said,  the  President  called  me  shortly 
after  I  talked  to  Ehrlichman  that  morning  —  first  of  all,  let 
me  go  back  and  tell  you  what  happened  that  morning.   That  morning 
I  received  a  call  from  Paul  O'Brien  and  he  said,  "Are  you  aware 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


(276) 


9.2     JOHN  DEM  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  16,    1973,   SSC  EXECUTIVE  SESSION^    132-35 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by  I33 

House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

of  what  McCord  did  down  in  the  Court  Room",  and  I  said,  "No". 
He  said,  "Well,  I  got  a  report  from  the  Court  House,  and  he 
wrote  a  letter",  and  he  gave  me  the  highlights  of  the  letter. 
I  then  called  Ehrlichman  and  asked  if  he  was  aware  of  what 
McCord  had  done  down  in  the  Courthouse,  and  he  said,  "Yes". 
I  said,  "As  a  matter  of  fact,  I've  got  a  copy  of  the  letter, 
and  how  did  it  get  here  so  quickly",  and  he  said,  "Well,  it 
just  sort  of  floated  in  here",  and  I  didn't  pursue  it. 

He  said,  "Well,  what  does  it  mean  to  you",  and  I  said, 
"Well,  I  don't  know";  from  my  conversation  with  O'Brien,  he 
said  that  he  felt  that  McCord  had  a  lot  of  hearsay  knowledge, 
and  that  would  be  all,  and  I  reported  that  back  to  Ehrlichman, 
That  was  about  the  sum  and  substance  of  the  conversation. 

Then,  I  was  still  surrounded  by  the  press,  and  he  asked 
me  if  I  was  in  my  office,  and  I  said,  "No,  I'm  still  surrounded 
by  the  press",  I  would  wait  until  they  departed. 

Then  I  had  a  call  from  the  President ,  and  he  said  to  me  - 
he  had  said  that  on  several  other  occasions  -  that  I  ought  to 
come  up  to  Camp  David  and  take  a  break;  he  said  nothing  about 
a  report,  or  anything  like  that. 

So,  I  called  back  and  asked  Higby  how  you  arrange  to  go 
to  Camp  David,  Higby  or  someone  else,  I'm  not  sure  who  it  was; 
the  President  had  suggested  that  I  go  up  there,  and  I  wanted  (.0 
find  out  how  the  arrangements  were  made. 

It  was  late  afternoon  when  I  got  up  there,  and  just  as  I 
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walked  in  the  cabin  that  I  was  staying  in,  I  had  a  call. 
The  phone  was  ringing,  and  they  said  it  was  the  President 
talking.   Well,  it  wasn't  the  President,  it  was  Bob  Haldeman 
on  the  line.   The  operator  had  said  it  was  the  President,  but 
it  was  a  call  from  the  President's  office,  but  it  was  Bob 
Haldeman  on  the  line.  He  said,  "Ifliile  you  are  up  there,  what 
you  ought  to  do  is  sit  down  and  write  a  report  of  all  your 
knolwedge  of  this  whole  thing". 

I  said,  "Fine,  I'll  be  happy  to",  so  I  spent  the  next 
couple  of  days  reconstructing,  and  making  some  notes;  and 
thinking  about  the  whole  situation. 

Mr.  Thompson.   Did  he  say  what  the  purpose  was  for  which 
the  report  was  going  to  be  prepared? 

Mr.  Dean.   I  think  at  one  point  I  said,  "Is  this  an 
internal  document,  or  a  public  document",  and  he  said,  "we 
haven't  decided  yet. 

Mr.  Thompson.   Did  it  depend  how  it  turned  out? 

Mr.  Dean.  Well,  he  didn't  say  that  to  me.  He  said,  "Just 
rough  this  out,  and  then  we'll  see."  So,  I  started  —  first 
of  all  I  started  to  reconstruct  what  happened  over  the  period 
of  a  year,  and  I  began  writing  sort  of  a  "soft"  document  that 
didn't  cause  anybody  any  problems.  When  I  got  to  Haldeman 
and  Strachan  I  didn't  write  anything,  exactly  as  I  had  planned 
because  I  was  only  speculating,  I  left  that  blank.   I  knew 
something  had  happened. 
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I  wrote  about  the  fund-raising  by  Kalmbach,  and  the  use 
of  the  350,  and  the  executive  clemency,  and  those  sorts  of 
things.   I  tried  to  reconstruct  the  whole  picture,  the  high- 
lights of  everything  I  could  remember  by  doing  it. 

While  I  was  up  at  Camp  David  I  also  had  several  discussions 
with  Dick  Moore  about,  you  know,  how  do  we  and  this  thing;  and 
at  one  point  in  time  came  up  with  an  idea  how  a  special  panel 
might  be  appointed  by  the  President,  whereby  anybody  involved 
in  any  way  would  go  before  that  panel. 

Mr.  Thompson.   Sort  of  a  Warren  Commission  type  of  thing? 

Mr.  Dean.   Sort  of  a  Warren  Commission  type  thing,  but 
giving  them  the  power  of  prosecutor,  judge,  jury,  executioner, 
sort  of  a  special  prosecutor  in  a  Senate  Committee,  as  a 
matter  of  fact;  and  everybody  that  was  in  any  way  involved  would 
go  before  this  panel,  and  do  it  in  an  in  camera  manner  so  that 
the  rights  of  the  individuals  would  be  protected,  and  they 
would  get  a  fair  hearing,  and  everybody  would  come  forward, 
subject  to  this  panel.   I  had  notes  on  this,  that  I'll  submit 
also.   Moore  liked  it,  and  he  said,  "Why  don't  you  run  that 
by  Haldeman" . 


Mr.  Thompson.  Notes  on  this  proposal,  or  notes  on  the 
report? 

Mr.  Dean.  I've  got  both.  In  fact,  on  Monday  I  had  my 
secretary  come  up  and  start  typing;  she  came  up  and  started 
typing  it.   I  was  still  writing.   I  hadn't  gotten  everything 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


(279) 


9.3     JOHN  DEAN  REPORT,    SSC  EXHIBIT  NO.    34-43^    3  SSC  1263-93 


BxHtBiT  No.  34-43 

(I)  Whfte  House  involvement  and  Knowledge  of  Liddy's  Intelligence  Operation 
at  CRBP. 
During  the  entire  first  four  years  of  the  administration  the  President  had 
been  subjected  to  mass  demonstrations  relating  to  the  war  in  Vietnam.  I  do  not 
remember  exactly  when,  but  believe  it  was  in  June  or  July  of  1971,  that  HBH 
asked  me  to  make  a  recommendation  as  to  how  the  Re-Election  Committee  should 
handle  the  problem  of  demonstrators.  HRH  raised  this  with  me,  because  one  of 
my  White  House  responsibiUties  has  been  to  keep  informed  regarding  potential 
demonstrations  that  might  .ifCect  the  President.  I  had  been  involved  in  this  area 
while  at  the  DOJ  and  when  I  went  to  the  White  House  my  oflBce  served  as  a 
liaison  office  for  metropoUtan  police/FBI/DOJ  and  SS  intelUgence  regarding 

demonstrations.  .  .    .    ^  .^    .       ^  ,  ^ 

Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  have  always  been  critical  of  the  insufficiency  and 
weakness  in  the  intelligence  that  has  been  provided  to  the  White  House  by 
various  federal  agencies  regarding  demonstration  activities.  The  intelligence 
always  seemed  to  be  too  litUe  and  too  late.  While  the  evidence  would  appear 
that  the  demonstrations  were  well  orchestrated  and  well  financed,  no  one  could 
every  [sic]  find  hard  information  as  to  who  was  behind  it  and  what  motivation 
might  exist  other  than  the  obvious  anti-war  theme. 

The  demonstrations  were  having  a  dual  Impact  on  the  President.  First,  it  made 
the  atmosphere  of  public  opinion  much  more  difficult  for  the  President  to  negoti- 
ate an  honorable  peace  in  Vietnam  and  secondly,  when  the  government  dealt 
firmly  with  the  demonstrators  we  would  be  charged  with  oppressive  tactics  even 
though  the  demonstrators  were  seeking  to  tie  the  government  into  knots. 

There  were  several  efforts  to  improve  the  government's  ability  to  gather  in- 
telligence regarding  demonstrations,  but  these  efforts  really  never  accomplished 
much.  For  example,  before  I  came  to  the  White  House,  a  study  group  headed 
by  Tom  Huston  had  re-examined  the  entire  structure  of  the  domestic  intelligence 
security  operation,  but  the  plan  that  was  ultimately  developed  by  the  study 
group  was  vetoed  by  Hoover  because  of  the  fact  that  it  would  have  involved  the 
FBI  assuming  less  than  a  dominant  position  in  the  intelligence  community.  A 
compromise  arrangement  was  worked  out  with  Hoover  to  establish  within  the 
Department  of  Justice  a  coordinating  team  of  all  the  domestic  intelligence 
agencies  but  the  product  was  less  than  satisfactory  and  often  the  newspapers 
appeared  to  have  more  information  than  the  intelligence  gatherers. 

When  Haldeman  would  read  the  reports  regarding  demonstrations  he  would — 
and  rightly  so — express  continual  dissatisfaction.  I  assume  it  was  because  of  the 
weaknesses  of  the  government  system  that  Haldeman  urged  that  consideration 
be  given  to  the  campaign  committee  developing  its  own  capability  to  deal  with 
demonstrators  in  the  forthcoming  Presidential  campaign.  Not  only  did  we  expect 
prob'ems  for  Presidential  anoearances,  but 't  was  also  felt  that  the  demons'Tators 
would  seek  to  cause  extremely  serious  problems  for  the  Republican  1972  Conven- 
tion with  the  aim  of  creating  a  similar  situation  as  that  which  occurred  at  the 
1968  Democratic  Convention  in  Chicago. 

It  was  suggested  that  the  person  who  head  up  this  operation  be  a  lawyer  who 
could  also  serve  as  general  counsel  to  the  Committee  and  it  was  not  anticipated 
that  the  intelligence  operation  would  be  a  particularly  consuming  activity.  Jeb 
Magruder  indicated  to  me  that  he  would  like  to  have  my  Deputy  Counsel,  Mr. 
Fred  Fielding,  assume  the  position  of  General  Counsel  and  the  man  to  be  con- 
cerned with  demonstrations  and  security.  I  discussed  the  matter  with  Fielding, 
but  we  agr-.^d  that  it  would  handicap  my  office's  operations  greatly  if  he  were  to 
leave  the  office  during  the  chaos  of  a  campaign  year.  I  informed  Magruder  that 
I  could  not  let  Fielding  go,  because  I  couldn't  get  along  without  him.  Magruder 
then  asked  if  I  would  recommend  some  other  lawyer  who  could  fill  the  function. 

I  next  discussed  this  with  Bud  Krogh  because  Bud  is  a  lawyer  and  had  had 
responsibility  for  demonstrations  prior  to  my  arrival  at  the  White  House.  I 
suggested  that  David  Young,  who  worked  for  Bud,  might  make  an  excellent 
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man  for  the  job,  but  Krogh  informe<l  me  that  it  was  not  feasible  l)ecaiise  Youn- 
was  too  busy  on  the  declassification  project.  Krogh  did,  however,  suggest  Gordon 
Liddy  as  a  man  who  could  do  the  job.  He  told  me  that  Liddy  was  a  fine  lawyer 
had  prepared  some  excellent  legal  documents  for  him  and  that  he  was  a  fast 
study  on  the  law,  and  he  was  quite  confident  that  he  would  quickly  grasp  the 
campaign  laws.  Krogh  also  told  me  that  Liddy  had  an  FBI  background  and 
assumed  that  his  backgroiind  with  the  FBI  would  qualify  him  for  dealing  with 
the  demonstration  problems  during  the  campaign.  Krogli  informed  me  that  he 
would  have  to  check  with  Ehrlichman  before  he  signed  ofl:  on  his  recommendation 
which  he  did  and  after  that  I  informed  Jlitcheell  [sic]  and  Magruder  that  I  had  a 
recommendation. 

I  frankly  do  not  recall  if  I  e.xplained  the  job  to  Liddy  or  if  Bud  Krogh  explained 
the  job  to  Liddy.  However,  I  do  recall  that  I  informed  Liddv  that  one  phase  of 
the  position  would  involve  his  tracking  on  domestic  intelligence  regarding  dem- 
onstrations and  the  threat  of  demonstrators  to  the  Republican  Convention.  I 
informed  him  that  I  was  not  an  expert  in  intelligence  and  did  not  have  any  idea 
how  such  operations  were  conducted,  but  he  assured  me  that  he  was  familiar  with 
intelligence  gathering  and  would  be  able  to  handle  the  post.  I  arranged  for  John 
Mitchell  to  meet  with  Gordon  Liddy  on  November  24,  1971,  for  a  job  interview  I 
attended  the  meeting  and  attached  is  a  agenda  that  Liddy  had  prepared  for  the 
meeting  and  passed  out  at  the  meeting.  As  I  recall  the  meeting,  it  was  a  normal 
job  interview  type  meeting  in  which  Mitchell  asked  Liddy  about  his  background 
and  his  knowledge  of  the  election  laws.  I  had  already  informed  Liddy  that  I 
would  do  everything  possible  to  assist  him  in  becoming  familiar  with  the  election 
laws,  including  the  new  election  law,  the  passage  of  which  was  imminent. 

Liddy  thought  I  could  be  very  helpful  to  him  in  getting  geare<l  up  with  regard 
to  the  election  laws,  that  they  were  complex,  that  they  must  be  followed  to  the 
letter.  I  do  not  recall  any  discussion  of  intelligence  operations  at  this  meeting 
other  than  the  fact  that  Liddy  said  he  would  put  together  the  plan  for  Mr. 
Mitchell's  approval.  The  interview  also  involved  discussions  in  some  detail 
regarding  salary  and  title,  which  were  agreetl  upon  but  I  am  unable  to  recall  the 
specific  salary  although  I  do  recall  Mitchell  agreed  that  Liddy  should  be  c-alled 
the  General  Counsel. 

After  this  meeting,  I  recall  that  Magruder  requested  that  I  bring  Liddy  over 
for  an  interview  with  him  in  that  Mitchell  had  said  to  him  that  he  would  have 
the  final  say  as  to  whether  or  not  Liddy  was  acceptable  to  him  because  he  was 
the  person  who  would  have  the  working  relationship  with  Liddy.  I  explained 
this  to  Liddy  and  Magruder  asked  that  we  come  over  on  Friday,  December  8, 
10T2(?)  at  which  time  Magruder  interviewed  Liddy  also.  Again,  there  was  no 
discussion  of  Liddy's  intelligence  responsibilities  other  than  Jeb's  expressed 
concern  regarding  the  demonstration  threat  to  the  Convention.  Liddy  indicated 
that  he  thought  he  could  be  helpful  in  getting  information  regarding  demonstra- 
tors for  Magruder  and  that  he  would  draw  up  a  plan.  At  that  meeting  Magruder 
agreed  to  hire  Liddy  and  asked  him  to  start  as  quickly  as  possible. 

The  next  contact  that  I  had  with  Liddy  was  through  a  man  in  my  office, 
David  Wilson,  who  I  had  instructed  to  provide  Liddy  with  all  background  mate- 
rial on  the  election  laws  and  to  tell  Liddy  some  of  the  areas  that  he  should  have 
particular  concern  with. 

On  January  — ,  1972,  Magruder  requested  that  I  attend  a  meeting  in  Mitchell's 
office  with  Gordon  Liddy.  At  the  time  I  went  to  the  meeting,  I  had  no  idea  of 
the  subject  matter  to  be  discussed,  but  when  we  were  going  over  to  the  meeting 
together,  I  learned  that  Gordon  was  going  to  present  his  proposal  for  an  intel- 
ligence operation.  Liddy  had  orejiared  a  series  of  charts  to  explain  his  plan  but 
I  frankly  had  some  trouble  following  it  as  Mitchell  later  told  me  he  did,  because 
all  of  the  operations  were  in  unusual  code  nnmes.  Hoivever,  I  do  recill'  'onie  of 
the  items  that  were  in  the  plan.  I  recall  that  it  called  for  a  $1  million  budget, 
anil  included  such  recommended  cjuiacifies  as  the  ability  to  kidnap  demon- 
stration leaders  in  an  efifort  to  throw  the  demonstrators  into  disarray,  strong 
arm  teams,  teams  to  infiltrate  operations  with  demonstrators,  and  the  ability 
to  conduct,  what  Liddy  calleil  the  mo.st  sophisticated  electronic  surveillance  in  the 
world.  The  iilan  also  set  forth  how  convention  security  could  be  handled,  and 
general  security  for  other  aspects  of  the  campaign  to  deal  with  demonstrators. 

As  the  plan  was  unfolded  I  felt  sorry  for  Liddy  because  he  thought  he  was 
providing  the  answers  for  the  intelligence  needs,  but  I  knew  that  John  Mifcliell 
would  never  agree  to  any  such  i)roposal  or  plan.  I  didn't  know  how  Jlitchell 
would  turn  it  off,  but  knowing  John  .Mitchell.  I  knew  he  would  not  blast  Liddy 
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out  of  the  room,  rather  vronld  subtly  tell  him  that  this  was  not  what  he  had  in 
mind.  In  fact,  the  meeting  terminated  with  Mitchell  telling  Liddy  that  this  is 
not  what  he  had  in  mind,  that  it  was  a  little  e-xhorbitant,  and  more  esteasive 
than  anything  that  would  be  needed.  Liddy  said  that  he  understood  and  would 
provide  another  plan. 

After  the  meeting,  I  talked  with  both  Mitchell  and  Haldeman  and  Magruder 
and  informed  them  that  such  a  plan  was  disaster.  I  advised  Jeb  that  he  had 
better  guide  Liddy  before  the  matter  goes  further. 

On  January  — ,  1972,  .leb  requested  I  attend  another  meeting  with  Mitchell  and 
Liddy  and  himself.  I  had  not  at  any  time  discussed  this  plan  further  with  him, 
although  I  do  recall  him  telling  me  that  he  was  going  to  totally  revise  it.  I 
arrived  at  this  .second  meeting  very  late  and  Liddy  was  in  the  process  of  present- 
ing his  revised  plan. 

After  sitting  in  the  meeting  for  approximately  15  or  so  minuter  and  hearing 
the  same  sort  of  things  ."starting  to  come  out  again,  as  have  been  oontaineil  in  the 
earlier  plan,  I  could  see  that  Mitchell  was  very  upset,  but  trying  to  maintain  his 
composure.  I  must  also  say  that  I  was  frankly  quite  upset  and  decided  that  I  had 
best  interject  myself  into  the  matter  in  an  effort  to  cut  it  off  from  any  further 
discussion.  I  told  Liddy  and  the  others  that  the  things  that  were  being  discussed 
here  could  not  be  discussed  with  a  man  who  is  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  and  if  there  was  going  to  be  any  intelligence  operation,  it  would 
have  to  be  taken  up  at  another  time.  I  felt  that  I  got  Mitchell  off  the  spot  without 
embarrassing  Liddy  who  agreed  that  this-  would  be  discussed  sometime  after 
Mitchell  had  come  over  to  the  Re-Election  Committee.  Again,  I  felt  sorry  for 
Liddy,  and  I  felt  no  one  had  given  him  any  guidance  as  to  what  was  or  was  not 
expected  of  him,  but  I  did  not  believe  it  was  my  role  to  get  any  further  involved 
other  than  to  attempt  to  stop  what  it  saw  developing. 

After  the  meeting,  I  informed  Liddy  that  I  could  never  discuss  his  intelligence 
operation  with  him  further,  and  that  he  .should  not  look  for  me  for  any  guidance 
on  the  matter.  I  informed  him  that  our  dealings  would  have  to  be  limited  strictly 
to  matters  of  election  law  and  Liddy  said  he  would  honor  that  request.  I  never 
discussed  the  subject  with  Gordon  Liddy  again. 

Also,  after  that  meeting,  I  informed  Haldeman  of  what  had  transpired  in 
Mitchell's  office  and  the  fact  that  I  had  interjected  myself  into  the  meeting  in  an 
effort  to  cut  it  off.  I  told  Haldeman  that  I  had  informed  Liddy  tlrat  I  would  not 
discuss  this  subject  with  him  further,  and  that  if  anything  like  this  was  develop- 
ing in  the  White  House,  I  had  to  stay  totally  out  of  it.  Haldeman  fully  agreed 
and  told  me  that  I  should  not  become  involved  in  any  way  with  the  Re-ElecHon 
Committee  intelligence  operation  and  I  never  did. 

I  never  received  any  intelligence  from  the  Re-Election  Committee  and  I  cannot 
recall  ever  i>roviding  the  government  intelligence  regarding  demonstrations  to 
the  Re-Election  Committee,  rather.  I  provirte<l  all  such  information  directly  to 
Haldeman  via  Strachan.  I  have  no  knowledge  before  the  incident  which  occurred 
on  June  17th,  as  to  what  was  or  was  not  done  regarding  Liddy's  intelligence 
gathering  functions.  And  I  never  discussed  this  subject  with  any  other  person 
at  the  Re-E'ection  Committee  before  June  17th. 

POST  June  17th 

(1)  The  Dean  Investigation 

I  landed  in  San  Francisco  on  June  ISth,  having  been  out  of  the  country  to 
give  a  speech  on  drug  law  enforcement.  I  called  Fred  Fielding  of  my  office  to 
check  in  and  he  informed  me  of  the  news  story  regarding  the  break  in  at  the 
DXC  headquarters. 

I  arrived  in  Washington,  D.  C.  late  in  the  afternoon  of  June  18th  and  Fielding 
informed  me  that  one  of  the  men  arrested  had  a  letter  with  a  check  signed  by 
Howard  Hunt  in  his  possession.  I  realised  at  that  point  that  I  would  be  asketl 
to  assemble  all  of  the  facts  so  that  the  White  House  could  be  fuUv  informed  as 
to  what  had  transpired  and  how  it  might  affect  the  President.  Having  been  on 
an  airplane  for  approximately  25  hours.  I  did  nothing  further  than  evening. 

On  .Monda.v  mi>riiing,  after  reading  all  the  news  accounts  of  the  incident,  I 
spoke  with  John  K.  who  instnicted  me  to  get  the  facts  together  and  report  to 
him.  I  called  the  A.G.  to  ask  him  what  facts  he  knew  and  he  said  that  both  the 
metropolitan  police  and  the  FBI  were  investigating.  He  also  told  me  that  Gordon 
Liddy  and  Powell  Moore  li.nd  tracked  him  down  on  Sunday.  June  ISth.  at  Burning 
Tree  CC  and  Litldv  had  .said  he  must  talk  w  ith  him  about  the  man  who  had  been 
arrested  at  the  DXC.  The  A.G.  said  he  refused  to  talk  with  Liddy  about  the 
matter. 
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I  then  called  Liddy  and  requested  he  come  to  my  office.  When  he  came  over  I 
suggested  we  take  a  walk.  I  asked  him  what  he  knew  about  the  incident  which 
had  occurred  at  the  DNC  and  he  told  me  that  this  was  his  operation  that  had 
gone  bad.  He  told  me  that  he  had  been  pushed  into  doing  it,  when  he  did  not 
want  to  do  it.  He  said  that  they  had  been  in  the  DXC  before  and  the  bug  they 
had  placed  in  the  DXC  was  not  tran-smitting  properly,  so  they  were  seeking  to 
correct  it.  He  also  said  that  they  had  observed  what  appeare<l  to  be  stolen 
cla.ssified  documents  in  the  DNC  and  had  been  instructed  to  make  copies  of  them. 

I  asked  Liddy  if  anyone  at  the  White  House  was  involved  and  he  told  me  no. 
I  did  not  ask  him  who  pushed  him  to  do  this,  but  he  intimated  it  was  Magruder. 
I  did  not  question  him  further  about  the  incident. 

Liddy  also  expressed  concern  for  those  who  had  been  apprehended  and  I  told 
him  there  was  nothing  I  could  do.  He  said  he  understood.  He  told  me  that  he 
deeply  regretted  that  the  matter  had  occurred  and  he  planned  to  remain  totally 
silent.  As  we  parted  I  remember  he  said  you  can  count  on  me  to  be  a  soldier. 
I  told  him  that  I  was  trying  to  ascertain  the  seriousness  of  the  problem — in  that 
it  was  obviously  a  political  bomb  shell — and  that  I  would  not  have  any  further 
contact  with  him.  He  said  lie  understood  and  we  parted. 

During  the  days  and  weeks  that  followed  I  discussed  the  incident  with  everyone 
wiio  I  thought  might  have  any  knowledge  or  involvement.  Set  forth  below  are  the 
findings  from  these  conversations. 

Chuck  Colson 

Because  of  Colson's  relationship  with  Hunt,  I  thought  he  may  have  either 
knowledge  or  involvement  in  the  matter,  but  Colson  assure<l  and  reassured  me 
that  he  had  no  involvement  whatsoever. 

Colson  told  me  that  he  was  aware  of  the  fact  that  Hunt  was  working  vrith 
Liddy.  He  said  that  in  late  January — early  February  (?),  1972,  Hunt  and  Liddy 
came  by  his  office  late  one  afternoon  to  visit  liim.  He  said  that  it  was  a  casual 
"stop-by"  type  vi.sit  and  during  the  course  of  their  conversation  Hunt  and  Liddy 
mentioned  to  Colson  that  they  had  an  intelligence  oi>eration  plan,  but  they  could 
not  get  anyone  at  CREP  to  focus  on  it  and  sign  off.  Colson  says  that  they  em- 
plored  upon  him  to  call  CREP  to  see  if  he  could  get  some  action.  Colson  stated 
that  he  called  Magruder  and  told  Magruder  that  he  did  know  what  Hunt  and 
Liddy  had  for  a  plan,  but  they  should  not  be  left  hanging.  Someone  should  focus 
on  it  and  make  a  decision  one  way  or  the  other. 

Colson  told  me  that  the  only  time  he  requested  Hunt  to  do  anything  for  him 
after  that  was  during  the  ITT  hearings,  when  he  requested  Hunt  to  go  to  Denver 
to  interview  Dita  Beard.  Colson  states  that  he  wanted  to  know  if  Beard  had 
really  written  the  famous  memo  and  decided  to  sent  Hunt  to  find  out.  ^^^len  Hunt 
was  in  t^lson's  office,  Colson  asked  him  how  he  was  going  to  pay  for  the  trip. 
Hunt  then  telephoned  someone  and  said  he  needed  §1,000  and  solved  the  problem. 

Magruder  has  intimated  to  me  that  Colson  had  more  involvement  than  Colson 
says.  Magruder  says  that  they  let  Liddy  and  Hunt  proceed  with  their  intelligence 
operation  because  Magruder  was  concerned  that  Colson  might  try  to  take  over 
the  operation  himself  and  they  did  not  want  Colson  involved.  However,  Magruder 
feels  that  Colson  was  aware  of  everything  Hunt  and  Liddy  did  and  that  Colson, 
In  fact,  gave  Hunt  assignments  from  time  to  time.  Magruder  says  that  the 
Brigham  Young  student — Gregory — was  working  for  Hunt  to  get  scheduling  in- 
formation for  Colson.  Magruder  says  he  had  no  use  for  such  information,  but 
Colson  did. 

Magruder  also  says  that  he  received  more  than  one  call  from  Colson  telling 
him  to  approve  the  Hunt  and  Liddy  intelligence  operation,  and  it  was  Colson 
who  was  pushing  to  get  something  done.  Colson  denies  this. 

Colson  received  a  letter  from  Howard  Hunt  on  (Attach- 
ment    This  letter  would  appear  to  indicate  that  Hunt  is  saying  that 

Colson  was  not  involve<l  in  the  incident  at  the  DXC  headquarters. 

Colson  received  a  telephone  call  from  Howard  Hunt  on Dur- 
ing the  course  of  that  conversation  Hunt  states  that  Colson  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  incident  at  the  DXC  headquarters.  Colson  recorded  the  conversation. 
(.\ttachment ) 

Colson  has  stated  under  oath  on  two  occasions  that  he  was  not  involved  in 
the  incident.  These  statements  were  contained  in  depositions — one  for  the  federal 

grand  jury  investigation  and  the  other   (Attachment  )   In  connection 

with  the  civil  lawsuit  filed  by  the  DNC. 


(283) 


9.3     JOHN  DEAN  REPORT^    SSC  EXHIBIT  NO.    34-43^    3  SSC  1263-93 

1267 

.IE 

I  found  that  E  had  absolutely  no  knowledge  regarding  the  intelligence  opera- 
tions at  the  CRBP.  Bud  Krogh  had  discussed  with  E  that  he  was  recommending 
Liddy  to  serve  as  General  Counsel  at  the  CREP  and  the  fact  that  Liddy  might 
also  be  given  responsibilities  for  intelligence  regarding  demonstrations  that 
would  affect  the  campaign.  However,  E  had.  to  the  best  of  my  inquiries,  no 
knowledge  of  anything  Liddy  was  engaged  in  after  his  departure  from  the 
Domestic  Council  staff.  I  also  found  that  E  had  only  incidental  dealings  with 
Liddy  while  he  was  on  the  Domestic  Counsel  staff  and  knew  of  his  work  in  the 
area  of  gun  control,  narcotics,  and  that  he  worked  for  David  Young  and  Bud 
Krogh  on  the  problem  of  leaks  and  matters  relating  to  national  security. 

E  only  recalls  one  occasion  meeting  with  Howard  Hunt,  in  connection  with 
an  interview  Hunt  had  conducted  with  a  former  CIA  operative  and  relating  to 
a  matter  of  national  security.  E  was  aware  of  the  fact  that  Hunt  had  been 
placed  on  the  White  Hou.se  staff  as  a  consultant.  Colson  had  reconimwided  re- 
taining Hunt  in  connection  with  the  Pentagon  Papers  matter  and  E — according 
to  Colson — told  Colson  to  place  him  on  his  (Colson's)  staff. 

Bud  Krogh 

Krogh  has  testified  twice  under  oath  regarding  his  relationship  with  Liddy  and 
Hunt.  Once  before  the  federal  grand  jury  investigating  the  incident  at  the  DXC 

headquarters,  and  once  at  his  confirmation  hearings   (Attachment  ). 

My  independent  inquiry  confirmed  that  Krogh  had  absolutely  no  knowledge 
regarding  any  activities  of  Hunt  or  Liddy  once  they  departed  from  the  White 
House.  When  Krogh  recommended  Liddy  to  me  as  a  person  who  would  make 
an  excellent  General  Counsel  and  as  a  person  who  could  assist  the  CREP  in 
keeping  abreast  of  the  problems  that  demonstrations  might  cause,  the  campaign, 
he  told  me  that  Liddy  has  an  outstanding  legal  mind.  He  cited  several  examples 
of  legal  briefs  Liddy  had  prepared  and  told  me  that  he  was  confident  that  Liddy 
could  quickly  and  thoroughly  grasp  the  campaign  laws 
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10.     On  March  26,  1973  the  Los  Angeles  Times  reported  that  James 
McCord  had  told  investigators  for  the  Senate  Select  Committee  that  both 
John  Dean  and  Jeb  Magruder  had  prior  knowledge  of  the  break-in  at  the 
DNC  headquarters.   On  this  same  morning,  H.  R.  Haldeman,  who  was  with 
the  President  in  Key  Biscayne,  Florida  called  Dean  at  Camp  David.   They 
discussed  Dean's  recollection  of  facts  relating  to  the  authorization 
of  the  Liddy  Plan.   Haldeman  has  testified  that  he  asked  Dean  if  he 
would  have  any  problems  if  the  President  announced  that  day  that  he  was 
requesting  that  Dean  go  to  the  grand  jury  without  immunity;  Dean  replied 
that  he  would  have  no  problem  with  appearing  before  the  grand  jury,  but 
that  his  testimony  concerning  the  number  and  purpose  of  the  meetings 
among  Dean,  John  Mitchell,  Gordon  Liddy  and  Magruder  would  conflict 
with  the  testimony  previously  given  by  Magruder;  Dean  stated  that  there 
were  other  areas  of  concern,  such  as  payments  to  the  defendants  by 
Kalmbach,  the  $350,000,  the  Hunt  threat,  and  Colson's  talk  about  helping 
Hunt.   Following  his  telephone  call  with  Dean,  Haldeman  met  with  the 
President.   Haldeman  has  testified  that  the  President  decided  to  drop 
his  plan  to  announce  that  Dean  would  be  requesting  an  appearance  immedi- 
ately before  the  grand  jury.   Haldeman  has  testified  that  the  problem  was 
that  Dean  had  not  really  sorted  out  the  facts  at  that  point  and  it  was 
not  appropriate  for  him  to  go  to  the  grand  jury. 
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JohnW.  Dean  III 


Jeb  Stuart  Mog-uder 


Tim«  pna''? 


Claims  Political 
Pressure,  Lying 
on  Watergate 


BY  ROBERT  L.  JACKSON 
and  RONALD  J.  OSTROW 

\S'  ASH  INGTOX  —  Convicted 
Walergale  cnnsplraf^r  Jarr.es  U*. 
McCord  ,Ir  ha;  told  Senate  investi- 
gators that  White  House  counsel 
John  W.  Dean  lU  and  former  pres- 
idential aide  Jeh  Stuart  Magruder 
had  prior  knowledge  of  the  bugging 
of  Democratic  National  Committee 
hpadquarlers  last  year.  The  Times 
learned  Sunday. 

MrCord's  arru'aiions  were  made 
dunne  private  se^.-inns  Friday  and 
Saturday  with  Samuel  Da?h.  chief 
counsel  for  the  .special  Senate  com- 
mittee invesiipatine  the  Watergate 
ca.=e  and  related  matters. 

Dean  v:3%  the  man  named  by  Pres- 
ident Nixon  last  summer  to  conduct 
a  separate  Wa'ergate  investigation 
for  th»  White  House  to  learn  if  any 
.Administration  officials  were  in- 
vn'\  ed. 

Di;r;ne  the  KBIs  investigation  of 
the  case.  Dean  also  sat  in  on  the 
questioning  of  White  House  person- 
nel, arrnrdins:  to  te-ttmonv  of  L  Pa- 
trick Gray  III.  acting  FBI  director. 
Will  Give  Documentation' 

Dash  said  Sunday  in  a  news  con- 
ference ihat  MrCord  told  him  he 
would  Ei\e  the  committee  "doc- 
umentation and  other  information 
that  will  corroborate  his  testimonv.' 


McCord.  elabotating  on  a  letter 
made  public  in  court  Friday  in 
which  he  charited  that  political  pre-i- 
sure  aBi,j;priur>L  OASKd  tjnu.ry't- 
Watergate  trial,  told  Dash  that  Ma- 
enider  per;tirH  him-=e'.f  during  the 
trial  according  to  a  source  famtliar 
w  irh  fhe  interviews 

McCord  .said  Magruder  was  not 
telling  the  truth  when  he  denied  ad- 
vance knowledge  of  the  break-m  at 
Democratic  Headquarters  in  th.e 
Watergate  comple.x  last  .Ii:ne  IT.  the 
source  said.  McCord  said  Magruder 
also  should  have  named  Dean  as  art- 
other  haling  prior  knowledge,  the 
source  said, 

-M.astnider.  who  was  deputy  direc- 
tor of  President  Nixon's  reelection 
cimpaign  denied  McCord's  charges 
concerning  him  Sunday  ni:ht. 

ClBim<  No  "Prior  Knouledjje' 

"As  i  ha\  e  slatfd  be:>-e.  and  a; 
his  been  stated  by  Mr.  (John  N.i 
Mi'chei!  I  former  attorney  general 
a:-.d  Ni\on  campaign  riirectorl.  we 
ri^i  no:  h.i\p  prif^r  knowledge  of  the 
b'.:c.::in;."  Mac:-t:de-  sai.i 

"1  have  nn  idea  about  anyone  O'-t- 
side  o-,;r  committee.  1  cannot  speak 
for  .loh-i  I  t\\)iii  ■' 

M.ii;r-.;der  is  presently  citroctor  of 
po'icy  devp'opincm  for  the  Com- 
ment Deparnu-ni 

IV.m  coulii  not  be  reached  for 
comment  However,  at  the  Flonda 
White  House.  Ger.ild  Warren,  denu- 
t\  press  secretary,  sail  "We  cate- 
gor;,Mil>-  rienv  that  Dean  had  any 
prior  knowletlce  *■ 

McConi  (old   D.ish  th.U  De.m  h.id 

knowieidge  of  and  was  involv-d  m 

preparations   for  the  bugging.   The 

PIrair  Turn  tn  P«»»  I?   Tol    l' 
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fflsCord  Says  Pair 
ICj^3W  of  V/atsrgate 


Catlntied  bam  Tu  jt  ?•(• 

Tljn£3'  sourea  said. 

But  McCord  refuaad  to 
piiovide  t  h  •  comgilttfc 
wjth  further  details  pend- 
ing his  privsta  meeting 
this  week  wlti  Chief  U.S. 
dSr.  Judge  John  J.  Sirica, 
vfpo  delayed  his  senleno- 
ii§  last  Friday  and  urged 
McCord  and  other  defend- 
ants to  cooperate  with  the 
Sinate  comoittee  and  Oie 
federal  grand  jury. 

McCord  faces  a  maxi- 
mum sentence  of  45  years 
in  prison  and  a  S50,000 
fine. 

Charge*  Otberi 

McCord.  the  source  said, 
charged  that  others  be- 
sides Dean  and  Magruder 
had  advance  knowledge  of 
the  Watergate  operation 
but  told  Dash  he  would 
supply  their  names  later. 

Dash  also  said  at  Sun- 
day's press  conference  that 
he  and  another  committee 
investigator  had'  met  with 
McCord  and  McCord  had 
named  other  persons  not 
yet  prosecuted  and  added 
that  he  "will  continue  to.' 

Although  Dash  declined 
to  disclose  any  informa- 
tion that  McCord  had  sup- 
plied during  their  week- 
end sessions,  he  described 
the  former  GOP  security 
director  as  "a  very  valua- 
ble witness." 

Dash,  a  law  professor 
with  considerable  exper- 
ience as  a  prosecutor  and 
defense  attorney-,  told 
newsmen  he  was  "thor- 
oughly impresse  d  ^rirh 
Mr  McCord's  sincerity  in 
giving  us  a  full  and  honest 
disclosure." 

'DocuaieBtaUon'  Pledge 

McCord,  i*.  wn  learr.ed. 
al.y>  told  Dash  that  -onn^r 
White  House  co-.'u.'.jn". 
E  Ko'p.ar.i  Hv.ni  .'r  .  ..'-■> 
p  1 »  a  .i  e  d  g"-"^'^'  "1  3  '  1 
""harg?-  "!;a'.r..'T  h'~  C3-  y 
:"'.  :'r.^  '..'alpre^^e  T  ■.'   ex- 


men  told  him  that  Hunt 
promised  "executive  cle- 
mency" and  monthly  pay- 
ments to  them,  the  source 
said.  McCord  also  claimed 
he  was  pressured  himself 
to  plead  guilty  but  did  not 
give  further  details.  It  was 
reported. 

Only  McCord  and  G. 
Gordon  Llddy,  the  N'Lxon 
campaign's  former  finan- 
cial counsel,  stood  tnal 
and  were  convicted. 

M  c  C  0  r  d'  3  allegations 
that  Dean  had  advance 
knowledge  of  the  bugging 
are  likely  to  further  com- 
plicate Senate  confirma- 
tion of  Gray  as  FBI  direc- 
tor 

Gray  has  testified  at 
Senate  Judiciary  Commit- 
tee hearings  on  his  embat- 
tled nomination  that  he 
sent  Dean  S2  FBI  inter- 
view reports  in  the  Water- 
gate investigation  without 
telling  Atty.  Gen.  Richard 
G.  Kleindienst  or  anyone 
in  the  FBI.  Gray  also  told 
the  committee  that  Dean 
sat  in  on  the  FBI's  ques- 
tioning of  White  House 
personnel, 

Grav  said  he  took  these 
actions  because  Dean  re- 
quested them  in  line  with 
his  assignment  from  Pres- 
ident Ni.xon  to  ascertain 
whether  any  White  House 
employes  were  involved  in 
the  Watergate  affair. 

Testimony  Invited 

The  Judiciari-  Commit-  | 
tee  invited  Dean  In  testify,  i 
but  the  Pre.sident's  coun-  I 
sel  declined  to  appear,  cit-  i 
ing    exec'.itive     privilege,  i 
He  offered  instead  to  sn-  ! 
swer    written     question-, 
but  cominit!ee  Pe"no?rat« 
C'T. "lerr.rf^v"!  t^e  .-::?-  .t. i 
r.o  v-ite  h.is  h.-'n  t.-.ke-  .-- 

Pr-icr'  V;v^-  ■,-• 
A-JC    :•,  (■;:::•;  1  ..,  ■  -    -■ 


-MHSaiiiiiMlliii 
Samuel  Dash 


volved  in  the  Watergate 
cases,  a  declaration  the 
WTiite  House  has  repeated- 
ly Invoked.  Mr.  Nixon  pre- 
sumably used  these  words 
because  Hunt  was  a  former 
White  House  consultant 
spA  Llddy  was  on  the 
White  House  staff  before 
moving  to  the  reelecuon 
conyiittee. 

.'Pa^h.  asked  about  Pres- 
ident Nixon's  statement 
concerning  presently  em- 
ployed members  of  his  ad- 
TniMstration,  said:  "I  don't 
want  to  comment." 

Dash  said  hfcCord's  in- 
Jortnation  would  not  be 
made  public  until  the  com- 
mittee had  time  to  confirm 
ard  corroborate  It.  He  said 
this  probably  would  take 
place  at  a  public  hearing, 
possibly  as  early  as  May. 

■■McCord,  according  to 
Dash,  intends  to  give  in- 
formation that  would  clear 
the  names  of  some  persons 
mentioned  in  news  reports 


.  oo  tS*  cass  as  tkU  as  to 

IrrpHrata  othen 

McCcrdL  la  lilj  Inter-" 
litTn  witli  Daaii  and  cns- 
Z3ilte«  iarestigatcr  Harold 
L!;3st.  darlflfd  tba  sUte- 
mentla  Ma  letter  to  Jadge 
Ulrica  Mai  h*  did  not  feel 
conJUent  in  ta)kia(  with 
thaFBI. 

'Ha  said  ha  made  that 
statement  only  because  of 
the  revelaticzu  at  the  Ju- 
diciary Committea  hear- 
ings on  the  -conJannation 
of  Mr.  Gray — that  infor- 
mation obtained  by  the 
FBI  la  the  Watergate  in- 
vestigation was^^ven  to 
U"hlte  Houae'cffidala.' 
Dash  said.' 

McCord  also  told  Dash 
that  he  feared  any  infor- 
mation he  might  give  the 
grand  jury  in  the  presence 
of  Justice  Department 
prosecutors  "would  be 
made  Immediately  availa- 
ble to  White  House  offi- 
cials," Dash  said. 

Dash  said  he  would  try 
to  contact  lawyers  for  the 
other  sir  defendants  to- 
day. He  said  It  was  "un- 
derstandable" that  they 
had  not  contacted  him  yet, 
because  "some  aoul- 
searchir^  has  to  lake 
place." 

Dash's  sessions  with  Mo- 
Cord,  which  each  ran 
three  hours  and  were  tape- 
recorded,  were  conducted 
in  the  law  office  of  Ber- 
n  a  r  d  Fensterwald,  who 
was  acting  as  substitute 
counsel  for  McCord.  His 
regular  lawyer.  Gerald 
Alch,  was  out  of  town  over 
the  weekend.' 


(314) 


H. 


10.2  METINGS  AND  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND  H.R.    I'ALDEMAN, 

MARCH  26,    1973 

K.    Haldeman  -i^V- 


March  24,    197  3 
AM        11:36 

PM        12:15  2:55 


President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 

President  met  v/it'o  Haldemin 


March  25,    1973 


AM  9:35 

10:10 


1:05 


President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 
President  met  with  Haldeman 


March  26,    1973 


President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 
1:00PM        President  met  with  Haldeman 

Ziegler  11:00  -   12:15 


PM  1:15  3:45  President  met  with  Haldeman 

Ziegler 


3:10 


3:11 


''^^m^ 


March  27,    1973 


AM  9:47  10:55 

11:35  1:30PM 


PM 


4:20 
6:05 


5:20 
7:10 


President  met  with  Haldeman 
President  met  with  Haldeman 

Ehrlichman 

Ziegler 

Bull 

President  met  with  Haldenrian 
President  met  with  Haldeman 


11:10   -    1:30 
11:30   -    11:40 
11:45  -    11:46  and 
1:16  1:17 


March  28,    1973 


AM 

8:45 

9:00 

PM 

12:45 

1:45 

4:20 

4:40 

7:17 

7:32 

8:50 

9:09 

President  met  with  Haldeman 
President  nnet  with  Haldeman 

Bull  I:l6   -      1:17 

President  met  with  Mr.    Haldeman 
President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 
President  received  local  call  from  Haldeman 
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FVlonday^  March  26 


19/3 
S   f« 


W 


f   S 


12  3  15  6  7 
8   9  13  n  12  I]  U 

13  16  17  13  19  ;c  21 
22  23  21  23  26  27  23 
29  JO 


600 

1 

615 

630 

615 

700 

715 
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over  the  following  week,  regarding  the  -V^Hiite  House  staff  goinc^  to  the 
benate  committee  witliout  executive  privilege;  but  more  impo?tantlv 
regarding  the  assignment  to  Jolui  Dean  to  prepare  a  full  and  complete 
report  on  all  of  the  facts  of  the  matter.  After  the  March  22  meetincr  in 
the  afternoon  the  President  left  for  Key  Biscayne.  The  rest  of  us 
remained  in  AV  ashington.  I  went  to  Key  Biscayne  the  next  morning  to 
]om  tlie  President  for  the  weekend.  Jolin  Dean  went  home  to  write  his 
report,  but  found  that  he  was  besieged  by  reporters  as  a  result  of  the 
Pat  Crray  allegation  that  he  had  lied,  and  so  the  President,  in  talking  to 
him  on  the  phone  the  next  day,  suggested  that  he  go  to  Camp  David 
where  he  would  be  free  from  the  press  and  would  have  an  unirter- 
rupted  opportunity  to  get  his  report  prepared.  I  am  convinced  that 
there  was  a  discussion  of  Dean  writing  a  report,  and  that  when  we  left 
the  nieeting  on  the  afternoon  of  the  22d  it  was  clear  in  all  of  our  minds 
that  that  was  Dean  s  assignment  and  that  he  was  expected  to  do  so  over 
the  next  couple  of  days. 


CAMP  DAVID 


Over  the  weekend  that  Dean  was  at  Camp  David  I  had  several 
phone  conversations  with  him.  There  was  a  story  that  Dean  and  Ma- 
gruder  knew  about  the  bugging  and  that  was  a  matter  of  concern 
to  Dean  with  which  he  was  dealing.  He  had  obviously  been  -working 
on  the  report  he  was  supposed  to  be  preparing  and  perhaps  talking 
to  peopl^  He  seemed  now  to  feel  that  Magruder  w^s  definitely  in 
yolved.  He  gave  that  indication,  which  he  liad  given  before,  on  the 

involved      "^^^  """'  ^*         """"^  ''^°"*'  ^^"^^^^  "^  "°'  Mitchell  was 

3n  the  26th   I  had  a  long  phone  call  with  Dean.  It  is  interestins 

si^^Tfi^ancV^      ^  "^^^  "°  communication  on  that  day  of  any 

I  had  called  Dean— this  is  on  the  26th— to  ask  if  he  would  have 

any  problem  if  the  President  announced  that  day  that  he  was  request- 

f^     -fi  ?f?\  u^  ''^"^'^  ^°  ^^^  ^'■^"^  i"^  without  immunity    and 
1  specihed  that  because  m  the  earlier  discussions  Dean  had  made  the 

that.    Then  he  said,  "I  have  been  working  on  this  whole  thing  and 
trying  to  analyze  what  our  problems  are." 

He  said  there  is  a  problem  with  Magruder  regarding  the  planning 
meeting,  because  apparently  he  has  testified  as  to  the  number  of  meet- 
ings and  the  content  of  the  meetings  and  his  testimony  was  different 
than  what  mine  would  be  if  I  went  to  the  erand  iury  now.  He  said 
o^mnJ^  "i^r*"  7«^t.ng  and  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  discussing 
campaign  spending  laws;  while,  in  fact,  there  were  two  meetings  and 
bv  Lid^dT  purpose  of  discussing  intelligence  presentations 

He  said,  ''In  looking  over  this  whole  thing,  there  are  several  areas 
of  concern  One  is  the  blackmail  area.  Blackmail  started  way  back." 
This  was  the  first  time  he  spelled  this  out  to  me.  Mitchell  was  hit 
by  Parkinson  or  O'Brien  who  were  hit  by  Bittman,  who  was  hit 
by  Hunt,  who  had  been  hit  by  the  defendants  saving  that  thev  needed 
money  and  if  they  did  not  get  it  they  ^vere  goimr  to  cause"  trouble 
It  was  not  spelled  out  mucli  more  than  that,  I  do  not  think 
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Mitchell  told  Dean— this  is  Dean  now  recounting  to  me  what  his 
report  apparently  was  showing-to  tell  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman 

^"U).  n^n '^''^*?  P'^  ^^^  '"°"®^  ^"^1  De^"  did.  Kalmbach  raised 
some  §70,000,  which  he  gave  to  LaRue. 

Then,  we  got  to  the  question  of  the  $350,000  and  there  was  a  problem 
there  because  the  $22,000  was  spent  out  of  that  and  there  -was  a 
problem  of  how  to  return  it  and  account  for  the  missing  $22,000 

Then  there  was  the  problem  of  blackmail  to  the  White  House 
directly^  He  said  there  were  two  instances  of  that,  one— Mrs.  Hunt 
called  Colsons  secretary  and  said  something  about  a  demand  for 
money.  The  other  was  Hunt's  the  preceding  week. 

Regarding  clemency,  he  said  Colson  talked  to  Bittman.  He  did  not 
make  any  commitment  but  told  him  he  would  help. 

He  referred  to  a  letter  McCord  had  written  to  Caulfield  requesting 
a  meeting.  Mitchell  told  Dean  to  have  him  see  him  and  find  out  -what 
he  was  up  to. 

Another  problem  area  was  Dean's  delay  in  turning  over  the  evidence 
m  Hunt  s  safe  to  the  FBI.  Another  was  a  call  Liddv  had  made  to 
ivrogh.  Apparently,  he  had  been  given  a  brushoff  by  Krogh  and  that 
had  made  Liddy  mad. 

Following  that  phone  call,  the  President  dropped  his  plan  to  an- 
nounce that  Mr.  Dean  would  be  requesting  an  appearance  immediately 
before  the  grand  ]ury  in  order  to  lay  out  all  the  facts  as  he  knew  them. 
1  he  problem  was  that  Dean  had  not  really  sorted  out  the  facts  at  that 
point  and  it  was  not  appropriate  for  him  to  go  to  the  grand  jurv 
Ar  ?:'l,!?^^,^''^^^  ^"  *^'^  testimony  that  there  was  no  discussion' in  the 
March  26  phone  call  of  his  going  to  the  grand  jury— vet,  that  was  the 
ifeason  for  the  call.  j     j     .     ^ 

In  one  of  the  phone  calls  from  Camp  David,  I  believe  on  the  27th, 
Dean  told  me  that  he  had  talked  with  Paul  O'Brien  who  had  told  him 
xMagruderhad  said  that  he  had  gone  ahead  with  the  Water<rate  opera- 
tion on  orders  from  Strachan,  who  said  Haldeman  had  ordered  it  be- 
cause the  President  wanted  it  done.  This  is  the  same  report  that  Dean 
t€stihed  he  had  given  to  me  in  early  February.  Another  confusion  in 
dates — but  an  important  one. 

By  the  SOth.  Dean  had  not  delivered  any  report  and  he  said  he  had 
not  been  able  to  write  one;  and  the  President  stopped  dealin<r  with 
Dean.  In  cftect,  he  had  stopped  dealing  with  him  after  the  23dT 

I  do  not  believe  my  attitude  toward  Dean  had  changed  at  that  point. 
I  was  puzzled  and  maybe  Dean  was  reading  some  puzzlement;  but  I 
liad  been  in  frequent  communication  with  him  in  quite  lengthy  phone 
conversations  wliile  he  M-as  at  Camp  David— contrary  to  the  implica- 
tion ho  has  created  that  he  was  practicallv  incommunicado  while  he 
was  up  there.  I  had  the  feeling  that  he  was  telling  mo  quite  openly 
what  the  problems  were  and  what  he  was  trying  to  work  out. 
u^-i'ir?^''^''''^  ^^'  ^^^  President  made  the  announcement  that  nobody  in 
the  UTiite  House  would  go  to  the  Senate  hearings  but  that  all  members 
of  the  "VVliite  House  staff  would,  of  couree,  appear  before  the  fraud 
]ur}-,  if  called,  and  would  cooperate  fully.  "^ 

Also  on  the  30th,  the  President  put  Mr.  Ehrlichman  officiallv  on  the 
U  atergate  investigation  and  told  him  to  develop  the' facts  in  the  case 
and  try  again  to  get  to  a  final  conclusion. 
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11.     On  March  26,  1973  the  President,  in  the  presence  of  H.  R. 
Haldeman,  instructed  Ronald  Ziegler,  his  press  secretary,  to  express 
the  President's  confidence  in  John  Dean.   Ziegler  announced  publicly 
on  that  day  that  the  President  had  "absolute  and  total"  confidence  in 
Dean. 
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recall  that? 

A    Yes,  I  can. 

Q    That  was  on  the  23cd.   Do  you  recall  making  a  state- 
ment personally  to  Che  press  on  the  26th  indicating  that  the 
President  had  called  Mr.  Dean  to  discuss  the  Los  Angeles  Times 
story  with  him? 

A    I  recall  making  the  statement  on  the  26ch,  yes. 

Q    What  statement  do  you  recall  making? 

A  I  recall  making  a  statement  on  the  26th  that  Che 
President  had  confidence  in  Mr.  Dean. 

Q    Did  you  make  that  sCaCement  as  well? 

A    Yes,  I  did.   I  made  Che  statemenc.   The  President 
didn't.   I  made  the  sCaCemenC. 

Q    Do  you  recall  Che  scaceraent  being  Che  President:  has 
compleCe  confidence  in  Mr.  Dean? 

A    Yes,  I  do. 

Q  Do  you  recall  further  stating  thac  the  President 
wanted  you,  Mr.  Ziegler,  Co  express  his  absolute  and  toCal 
confidence  in  Mr.  Dean? 

A    Yes,  I  do. 

Q    And  did  you  discuss  ChaC  wich  Che  President  prior  Co 
making  ic? 

A    Yes,  I  did. 

Q    And  whac  do  you  recall  your  discussion  being? 

A    I  recall,  primarily,  thac  we  were  having  some  problens 
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with  the  --  I'm  recalling  this  convei?3ation  --  with  the  pri- 
soners of  war,  at  that  point,  and  the  major  part  of  my  con- 
versation with  the  President  related  to  the  prisoner  of  war 
problem. 

During  the  course  of  that  conversation,  I  briefly 
raised  the  point  of  Che  McCord  letter  and  I  was  told  to  ex- 
press confidence  in  Mr.  Dean  and  I  did. 
BY  MR.  GOLDMAN: 

Q    Was  anyone  present? 

A    Mr.  Haldeman  was  present. 
BY  MR.  BEN-VENISTE: 

Q    Well,  did  Mr.  Haldemao  anything? 

A    I  don'c  remember  specifically  what  Mr.  Haldeman  said 
or  specifically  what  the  President  said,  but  I  do  remember 
that  the  discussion  along  the  lines  that  we've  talked  about. 
We  were  talking  about  the  North  Vietnamese  had  had 
a  problem  or  it  caused  a  problem  in  relation  to  POW's. 

Q    Did  the  President  tell  you  he  had  spoken  to  Mr. 
Dean  that  morning? 

A     No,  and  I  subsequently  had  cleared  that  up  in  a 
press  briefing.   I  surmized  or  embellished,  in  that  particular 
press  conference,  that  it  was  my  understanding  that  he  had 

Q    Where  did  you  get  that? 

A    Just  an  assumption  that  I  drew. 

Q    That  he'd  spoken  to  him  that  morning? 


DV 
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A    Ves,  that  is  correct. 

Q     And  who  told  you  he  hadn't? 

A  Well,  later  on,  the  story  broke  that  Mr.  Dean  --  tha 
the  President  had  not  spoken  to  Mr.  Dean  that  day  ac  Camp 
David  and  1  checked  and  publicly  stated  that,  indeed,  Haldeman 
had  talked  to  Mr.  Dean  on  that  occasion,  and  I  so  stated  in 
the  briefing. 

Q    So  it  wasn't  until  the  press  story  came  out  that 
you  corrected  your  error? 

A    That's  right.   It  wasn't  really  until  the  press 
statement  came  out  that  I  realized  my  assumption  was  incorrect 

Q    No  one  from  the  White  House  corrected  you? 

A    No,  they  did  not. 

Q    After  the  statement  was  made? 

A     Because  that  did  not,  as  I  remember,  play  that  domi 
nant  part  in  the  story. 

Q    Well,  for  any  reason,  no  one  corrected  you? 

A    No,  they  did  not. 

Q    No  one  corrected  you  in  terms  of  expressing  the 
President's  completely  and  absolute  total  confidence  in  Mr- 
Dean? 

A    No.   And  I  must  say  that  the  embellishment  in  the 
statement  itself  was  partially  mine.   I  was  not  given  Che 
precise  language  from  the  President. 

Q    Generally,  you  better  vouch  for  Mr.  Dean  as  far  as 
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we're  concerned,  then? 

A    No.   It  was  express  con£idence  in  John  — 
Q     Express  confidence. 
A    That's  right. 

Q    And  that's  the  way,  you  did  it? 
A    That's  right. 

Q    And  it  didn't  strike  you  as  an  unusual  way  to  do 
it  at  the  time,  I  take  It? 

A    No,  it  didn't,  because  I  had  confidence  in  John 
Dean. 

Q    Now,  did  the  President  or  anyone  else  ever  explain 
to  you  why  he  made  chat  statement  in  view  o"   what  the  Presi- 
dent had  been  told  by  John  Dean  as  of  the  21sc? 
A    No,  they  did  not. 
Q    Did  you  ever  ask? 
A    No. 

Q    Do  you  have  any  understanding? 

A     I  can  only  give  you  my  understanding  in  my  mind  on 
supposition. 

Q    What  is  that? 
A    Could  I  do  that? 
Q    Uhat  is  it? 

A    Well,  my  impression,  during  that  period,  is  that  the 
President  was  trying  to  --  this  is  not  based  on  what  I  knew 
then,  but  it's  based  on  what  I've  been  able,  in  my  own  mind. 
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Nixon  Voices  Total  Confidence' 
in  Dean  After  Telephone  Talk 

McCord's  Charge  That  Attorney  Knew  of  Watergate  in 
'">"    Advance  Denied;  Senator  Hints  Others  Will  Be  Implicated 


By  ROBERT  U  JACKSON  and  RONALD  J.  OSTFOW 


WASHINGTON'— Piesidenl  Ni\nn 
Monda)'  exprc?-ed  'ahsolutp.  loTal 
confidence"  m  his  counsel.  John  W. 
Dean  111,  aflfr  confemnp  with  Imtti 
on  ihp  Waintriie  case  by  telpphone 
£npi  the  Kloiida  White  Honse. 

heir  conservation,  announced  by 
pre>idenlial  Pre-s  Serretai->-  Ronald 
Ziet;lrr.  fnlloueH  di«:r!n^re  hv  The 
Tirne-;  thai  fonvicied  WatArp.ite 
conspirafnr  .lam*a  W  MrCord  Jr, 
had  accused  Dran  of  ha\  ing  ad\a?ir* 
knowlerlpp  of  thp  hii^jnn;;  of  Dcmo- 
craiT  nalionni  headqiiartera. 

MrCord  niaHe  the  charges  in  Sam- 
uel Da-Jh.  chic:'  cniin?el  of  the  se- 
lect Senate  commiitee  probing  the 
WaiergaLe  incident,  in  iw.-o  laoe-re- 
corried  interMe^s  ia.-l  weekend  Mt- 
Cord  aJso  s^td  that  former  prr.-,idpn- 
tial  aide  Jeb  Sfjart  Mapruder  h^d 
prior  knowledpe  of  the  bugging  and 
that  he  had  perjured  himself  at  the 
tnal 

'Th«  President  .  .  .  had  an  inter- 
est in  caliinz  hi"?  counsel  and 
talking   to    him    about    u."    ZiesJer 

CAnlinued  fri<m  l'lr«t  Vn;,»     ■* 
piXisihlf   <r..  i.i.rui.i.iJl.')    „ 
20  i|[nc<;  I't  n-l';  im-;    .>  if  I     ;, 
a  ff^lriiat  )^~Mui  ]v.r\   M.iiiv 
oihi-r    Ni\.Mi     \diniiislr.'. 
Uon  offlpMis  Viirw  o{  Ilio 
bugsinji   l>etorrhand.    I.i<|. 
dy    also    Hoiilif    nni    s.)y 
whether  h.*  had  duulsjoH 
Informal  ion    from    I'ir,';:cd 
rVmocnu;,'  plionc  n^n^cr- 
(altoiu  (o  .inyoiie  eUe 

— ZtculiMTiHifirmi'i!  a  re- 
port th.it  IV.in  hn.l  ,.il!,tl 
Ai-tinc  V'M  PiroCM-  i.. 
Patrick  i^Ira^-  ill  niinuie* 
after  Gray  told  a  Senate 
hearinc  last  week  that 
Hcan  'probably"  linl  to 
ihp  FRf  in  the  WatetRnie 
in\cs[jjr.<iMn.  Ora*  to- 
fused  Deans  requc-t  ih.ii 
he  "correct"  h\s  remarfc, 
7ipcler  Mid  He  said  ihe 
Presifleni  siill  supported 
Cray's  nomination. 

— McCoid,  encountered 
on  the  street  by  W.ishine- 
tnn  newspaper  col-jmnist 
Mary  McC,i-or\  ,  told  her  he 
had  made  the  cha'ces  to 
Dash  as  repoiied  iw  The 
Times.  He  declined  to  ela- 
borate. Miss  \JcGrorv  said. 
Atty.  Gen.  Richard  G. 
Klemdien-;!  said  he  wnuld 
ask  VS.  Dist  .lu.lce  .lohn 
J.  Sinca  to  share  wiih  ihe 
Justice  ncparlmcr.i  any 
new  information  he  gels 
on  the  buiicins!  ca>e. 


said  ".Vs  a  resuli  of  that  '*i?(U3.-ion. 
I  s^vy  ?pe(  ifi.allv  dem  as  absolute- 
ly fi-c  'he  fact  that  >ir-  Dean  had 
pri'^r  kpowlcdpe  " 

M  louder  loo  has  denied  the  accu- 
sations, 

^Icinvvhile.  (here  were  thes« 
deve  VTienlf: 

—Sen  Lowell  P.  Welcker  Jr.  fR- 
Conn  I.  a  member  of  the  select  com- 
mttr-c,  told  np«^men  he  believed 
additinnal  White  Hoii'^e  aides  would 
he  implitated  in  the  Watergate  case. 
\\V;r-;rr  declined  to  say  whether  he 
wa=  rrfcrrinc  to  De.tn  or  Micruder. 
.  — G  Gordon  Liddv,  anither  c^n- 
NiclM  Watergate  conspirator.  ir>- 
voked  the  Fifth  Amendment  against 
Please  Turn  to  Page  II,  Co).  1 


< 


iX 


BRIEFING  —  Ronold 
Ziegler  speoks  to  news- 
mcn   ot   Key   Biscoyne. 

Commiltee  Criticized 

Ziegler.  in  discussing  the 
allegations  again.'^  Dean, 
criticized  the  select  com- 
mittee's handling  of  its 
Watergate  invoslipafion 

He  said  that  Hash,  in  his 
'hastily  called"  Sunday 
prewi  conference  to  an- 
nounce that  the  coTimittee 
had  intervipwed  MrCord, 
was  not  procee<ling  m  the 
orderly  and  judicious  way 
promised  by  committee 
rhairman  Sam  J.  £rvin 
Jr.  iD-NC). 


[.Iddy*.  appearing  before 

a  new  se^^smn  of  ihe  fed- 
eral grand  jnrv  that  in- 
dicteil  the  seven  Watcr- 
pa*e  defendant  last  Sep- 
tember, declined  to  an- 
swer .turh  queslions  a.*: 

"Do  you  kno\i'  riireclly  or 
Indirectly  of  any  advance 
knowledge  nf  the  Water- 
gate break-in  by  nthent" 

'Did  you  disciis.i  the 
break-in    wiih    an\one    at 
the  Committee  tn  Reelect 
the    President    after    last  ■ 
June  17? 

"Do   you    know   anvnne 

who  had   information  tie- 

ri\ed  from  logs  of  hugged 

telephone  conversations?" 

Another  Refusal 

LIddy  also  declined  to 
My  whether  he  had  dis- 
cussed the  results  of  ihe 
bugging  wilii  an\one  oth- 
er than  iha  other  defen-  - 
danis. 

A  former  White  Houw^  ', 
and  Treasun'  official  and 
ex-financial  counsel  lo  the  ' 
Nixon    campaign.     Liddv  { 
looked  pale  and  thin.  He 
had  a  bloodied  left  ear,  the 
resiiii    nf   a    fight    wi;li    a 
cellmdie    n\  .-r     pn'->r>jion 
of  LiOdv'.q  hair  brush. 

To  some  of  the  ques- 
tions, Liddv  asserted  his 
Fifth  Amendment 
prnieclton  along  wiih 
claimi  ihrti  he  ban  fn  a'- 
lornev.rltpnt  rdaMn'Tipip 
With  K  Ho^varri  Hunt  Ir. 
a  former  While  House 
consultant  who  pleaded 
guilty-  to  hucging  and  con- 
apiracy  charKe.s  early  in  . 
the  trial.  Liddy  is  a  law-  i 
yer.  | 

After  80  minutes  of  • 
fruitless  questioning,  f 
g  o  vernmenl  prosecutors 
went  into  court  to  ask  Sin- 
ca to  grant  Liddy  immuni- 
ty from  further  prosecu- 
tion so  that  he  might  testi- 


Sirica  granted  a  motion  j 
hy  Liddy's  attorney  to  de- 
lay a  decision  on  this  mat-  ■ 
ter  unlil  Frirtav.  , 

The  grand  jury  may  call 
other  witnes."*^,  locluding 
more  ron\  irto«l  W'alTS.i'e 
ricure<:.  'o  quesiion  them 
about  the  possible  involve- 
ment of  othent.         , 

Kmerging  from  a  cioseid- 
diK*r  meeiiDg  of  the  select 
cnmmiHee.  Weicker.  Er- 
vin  and  Sen.  Howard  H. 
P%.iker  Jr.  (R-Tcnn.)  de- 
rlmed  to  comment  on  a 
bnefing  from  Dash  about 
McCord's  statements, 

Rnker  Hid  i^'-  he  was 
rerlaln  that  new*:  reports 
of  McCord's  suiemenls 
•will  in  no  way  p-^judice 
our  objective  ei^'uation' 
of  Ihe  Watergate  case. 

Asked  about  Mr.  N'lxon's 
expression  of  total  confi- 
dence in  Dean.  Weicker 
said:  "The  President  t£  en- 
litleil  to  hi.s  opinion.  The 
commiitee  is  entitled  tn 
pursue  iu  objective,  and  . 
the  American  people  are 
entitled  to  the  truth." 

Weirker  made  clear  that 
his  criticism  of  the  White 
iIoL-^  did  not  extend  to 
Ihe  r'7c,:le:iU 

'i  ha*'*  fifmpi-^;"  faith  in 
the  Prc<;idenl.  in  the  fact 
that  he  personally  has 
nothing  to  hide."  Weicker 
said.  "!  restrict  my  com- 
ments to  the  Resident  o( 
the  United  States " 

The  President  relumed 
to  the  While  Hoii.se  Mno- 
day  evening  after  a  five* 
day  Ktav  in  FTortda. 
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(DEAN) 
KEY  BISCAYNE  (UPI)  —  PRESIDENT  NIXON  MONDAY  EXPRESSED  "ABSOLUTE 
AND  TOTAL  CONFIDENCE"  IN  UTIITE  COUNSEL  JOHN  W.  DEA.N  III,  TOO 

[unreadable]  LOS  ANGELES  TIOT.S  SAID  HAD  BEEN  IDENTIFIED  BY  CONVICTED  WATERGATE 
CONSPIRATOR  JAMES  MCCORD  AS  HAVING  BEEN  INVOLVED  IN  THE  BUGGING  OF 
THE  DEMOCRATIC  NATIONAL  COMMITTEE. 

PRESS  SECRETARY  RONALD  ZIEGLER  SAID  NIXON  CALLED  DEAN  IN 
WASHINGTON  TO  "DISCUSS  THE  STORY  WITH  HIM." 

FOLLOWING  THAT  CONVERSATION,  AND  BASED  ON  THAT  CONVERSATION,  I 
[unreadable]  AGAIN  FLATLY  DENY  ANY  PRIOR  KNOWLEDGE  ON  THE  PART  OF  MR.  DEAN 
REGARDING  THE  WATERGATE  MATTER,  "  ZIEGLER  SAID. 


I    TO 


unreadable]  THE  PRESIDENT  HAS  COMPLETE  CONFIDENCE  IN  m.  DEAN.   HE  WANTED  ME 
TO  EXPPvESS  HIS  ABSOLUTE  AND  TOAI.  CONFIDENCE  IN  MR.  DEAN." 


ZIEGLER  SAID  DEAN'S  PRIVATE  ATTORNEY  CALLED  NEWS  ORGANIZATIONS  TO 
[unreadable]  POSSIBLE  LIBEL  ACTIONS  PRIOR  TO  THE  PRESIDENT'S  CONVERSATION 
[unreadable].   BUT  HE  ADDED,  "OF  COURSE  THAT'S  MR.  DEAN'S  PEROGATIVE  (sic)  AS  A 
[unreadable]  TO  PROCEED  AFTER  HE  HAS  BEEN  FALSELY  MALIGNED." 

ZIEGLER  SAID  THE  PRESIDENT  DID  NOT  SPEAK  BY  TELEPHONE  WITH  JEB 
STUART  MAGRUDER,  NIXON'S  FORMECR  ASSISTANT  CAMPAIGN  MANAGER,  WIO  WAS 
[unreadable]  IN  THE  LOS  ANGELES  TIMES  REPORT. 

MR.  ZIEGLER  SAID  MAGRUDER  HAS  DENIED  ANY  INVOLVEMENT  IN  THE  CASE. 
ZIEGLER  ALSO  CRITICIZED  SAMUEL  DASH,  COUNSEL  TO  THE  SPECIAL  SENATE 
[unreadable]  COMJIITTEE,  FOR  CONDUCTING  A  "HASTILY  CALLED  SUNDAY 
AFTERNOON  PRESS  CONFERENCE"  TO  REVEAL  THAT  HE  HAD  OUESTIONED  MCCORD. 
"THIS  DOES  NOT  SEEM  TO  ME  TO  BE  AN  ORDERLY  AND  JUDICIOUS 
[unreadable]."  ZIEGLER  SAID. 
UPI  03-26  03:09  PES 
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-=::S  SEC^ETPSV  SOfihLI?  21EGLEH  5rill>  NiXGii  CSLLE5  DER??  Is 


TsUtt« 


C 


■r  1  « 


-^^i  PRESIDED  Hn5  C0?1?L£TE  CG'vIvENCE  Ii  ?^R.    ■)£RN.    HE  UfiHTED  I^E 
'  I5?-E55  HIS  nSSOLUTE  BND  TOTFiL  CO?^  =  iI)EnC£  !?»?;?;.    DERs.  * 

■"'lir  PGSSISLE  IIBEI  fiCTIONS  PRIOR  TO  Tn£  PRESIDENT'S  CCv^VERSSTiD^ 
■    :rn?;.   BUT  HE  SDDEl>,    'OF  CQliSSE  THfiT'5  liS.    DESN'S  PERGGRTiYE  S5  ,?i 
-4-iiis  TO  PROCEED  n?T£3  HE  nSS  BEEN  FFilSELV  nnllGfiED.  "  ■     '    / 

^'^"^■^  SRID  THE  PRESIDENT  DID  NOT  SPEFiK  BV  TELEPHONE  ^ITK  JES 
'•'/flGRUDER,   SlXOn'S  FGSHER  RSSISTRNT  CiinPBiDN  RSNnuEX*   liHO  l^SS 

■ -OvS  PRESS  CDriFEXENCE*  TO  SEVESL  THBT  HE  HrfD  QUESTIONED  liDCuSD. 
■-S  DOES  i^DT  SEES  TD  HE  TG  5E  rf;  ij-iDERLi  H^iD  JUDICIOUS 
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Ibwlu  [unreadable] 
Watergate  Bjt  [unreadable]  460 

By  JOHN  CHALWICK 
Associated  Press  Writer 

WASHINGTON  AP  -  The  White  House  Monday  denied  that  presidential 
counsel  John  W.  Dean  III  had  prior  knowledge  of  the  Watergate 
bugging  incident  and  quoted  President  Nixon  as  voicing  "absolut 
and  total  confidence"  in  Dean. 

The  statement  was  issued  at  Key  Biscayne,  Fla.,  where  Nixon  was 
staying. 

At  the  Capitol,  the  Senate's  special  Watergate  investigating 
committee  was  urged  by  Republican  Leader  Hugh  Scott  to  hold  public 
hearings  as  quickly  as  possible. 

"We  should  have  the  full  story,"  Scott  told  newsmen.   He  said 
last  week  Nixon  had  authorized  him  to  say  that  the  White  House 
had  nothing  to  conceal. 

Scott's  comments  were  made  shortly  before  a  closed  meeting  of  the 
committee  set  up  by  the  Senate  to  investigate  the  bugging  of 
Democratic  headquarters  in  the  Watergate  complex  and  other  alleged 
political  espionage  and  sabotage  in  last  year's  presidential 
campaign. 

White  House  Press  Secretary  Ronald  L.  Zicgler  said  the  President 
telephoned  Dean  in  Washington  during  the  morning  because  of 
what  Ziegler  called  very  extraordinary  and  serious  charges  leveled 
against  Dean. 

He  was  referring  to  a  report  by  the  Los  Angeles  Times  that  James 
W.  McCord,  jr.,  (sic)  one  of  the  convicted  Watergate  defendants,  had  told 
a  Senate  investigator  that  Dean  and  Jeb  Stuart  Magruder,  a  former 
presidential  assistant  and  campaign  official,  had  prior  knowledge  of- 
the  Watergate  Incident  last  June. 

Zicgler  said  that,  based  on  Nixon's  conversation,  "1  will  again 
deny  any  prior  knowledge  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Dean." 

Then  asked  about  Magruder,  Zlelger  said  "I'm  not  prepared  to  speak 
for  those  who  are  not  on  the  White  House  staff."  He  noted  that 
Magruder  has  denied  having  any  advance  knowledge  of  the  affair. 
McCord  met  Friday  and  Saturday  with  Samuel  Dash,  chief  counsel  of 
the  Senate  panel.   Dash  told  a  news  conference  Sunday  that  McCord  had 
named  others  who  were  Involved,  but  Dash  declined  to  say  who  they 
were. 

McCord,  encountered  on  a  Washington  street  Monday  by  a  Star-News 
reporter  said  that  published  accounts  of  what  he  had  told  the 
Senate  aides  were  correct.   He  would  not  elaborate. 

McCord  apparently  was  referring  to  the  Los  Angeles  Times  reports. 
Dash  said  that  McCord,  an  ex-FBI  and  CIA  agent  who  was  security 
director  of  the  Committee  for  the  Re-Elcction  of  the  President, 
has  agreed  to  continue  to  meet  with  him  and  tell  all  he  knows  about 
the  Watergate  affair. 
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Scoci:  saia  anytnlng  made  available  to  the  investigating 

committee's  Democratic  majority  should  be  made  equally  available  to 
the  Republican  minority  "so  we  can  make  a  judgment  on  the 
fairness  of  the  probe. 

Democratic  Leader  Mike  Mansfield,  asked  by  newsmen  about  the 
Watergate  bugging,  said  "my  personal  feeling  is  that  the 
President  very  likely  didn't  know  what  was  going  on. 
cr439pes  mar   26 
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27   JOH.T.Cri2,:7IC^  _ 

_a9  ctitccsn-u  na3  Issued  at   sV  Blscayao,   Pla.,   rbcro  Slzon  uaa 
.At  the  Ca-cltol,    Tjo  Seratosa  ersclal  iTaternata  in"''3-M?n*i-.r> 

•.,*^+^^=^?"^-?^^"^2   f'^'^  ""^l  £t5ry,»»   Scott  told  E3TT-",t.n.   T^e  no^d 
J^*nSrbUn^-\^5loS?°^'=^"^^^   ^  ^^^  ^^-*  tho-r^rta-H^ou%%-' 

|tinit'£^?i.'^^'*  '"^y  «^raordli:ar7  and  .erloas  Ihru^lea  loTcled    // 
?%ecnrr^'5^^^"^   *°  ?  report  Tjy  tba  los  /jiceles   E.r.5o    that  j£.-2os 

ro^^ft?r1tl^.^cfl;Si  ^t^^^  or!-.c£L-\ad-ir"lot'.Lva=i5ro  of 
Zlegler  aald    that,   i-aasd  on  l.i;con»8  c^ctc— -»*•• —     •  «▼   -'-■•   -^-,.. 

Ti.en  wkod.about  L-gruder,   Zlegler  aaid  "''iT^'Sot  prepared  to  a-cak 
ibr  thoae  rho  ar         *         x^     ,^  ^     * 

€30   Eanata   rnnei^r?^^   t^-Tf^o   i  X^^^   ^^^l   IXiih,    chief  cour.sel   of 
^ed  ?^^*Lii?b^^.g^e^l^^o'iArS^.=!.^2^le^^ll^'fdn^  ^l^^'o^'^Si^/^ 

toScte'of'ttS  C--:^lt£.?'iS'-;*l  S'-?-^?-'"i''''°  "=  iooSJtj 

SS  ?g||f.J.»  ;!li"'  "  l"t-5i'.."bt^  »1°?o;f  m  E;°jL'S'jM.t 

f^rnaSa  of  th 6^0-00*^      "°  ra   c:ia  nak«  a  3udS39-nt.»^on  tbo 

Frt^?E?;??-^u^'T^!^  --'if^  Manaflold,    aai^d  ty  neracon  aT^oni  tha 
^osldci^*   "ri  V-??.iS^f^;,^I  roraonal  feeling   la  that   tha 
'4s9iop^?fs{^^'^^^  ^^^"'■^  ^^  '^^t  "^  Going  on.»» 
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12.     March  26,  1973  John  Dean  telephoned  Jeb  Magruder  and  Dean  made 
a  recording  of  the  conversation.   Dean  has  testified  that  at  Haldeman's 
suggestion  he  telephoned  Magruder  and  taped  this  conversation.   Magruder 
acknowledged  that  the  Los  Angeles  Times  story  stating  that  Dean  had 
prior  knowledge  of  the  break- in  was  a  "bum  rap"  for  Dean.   There  was 
also  discussion  about  the  number  and  purpose  of  meetings  among  John 
Mitchell,  Gordon  Liddy,  Magruder  and  Dean.  Magruder  told  Dean  that 
Magruder  had  testified  that  there  had  been  "one  meeting,  not  two,"  and 
that  the  purpose  of  the  meeting  was  to  go  over  the  general  framework 
of  the  job  of  CRP  general  counsel. 


Page 
12 . 1  John  Dean  testimony ,  3  SSC  1004 330 


12.2  Taped  conversation  between  Dean  and  Magruder, 
March  26,  1973,  SSC  Exhibit  No.  34-40,  3  SSC 
1258-59 
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1004 

cepts  on  previous  occasions,  but  we  still  did  not  have  an  answer  that 
would  bring  the  full  truth  out  because  of  the  criminal  implications 
of  the  behavior  of  those  involved. 

On  Saturday,  I  began  reconstructing  all  I  knew  and  began  writing 
a  report.  I  spent  Saturday  afternoon  and  evening,  Sunday,  and  Mon- 
day reconstructing  and  writing.  On  Monday  I  asked  my  secretary  to 
come  to  Camp  David,  bring  certain  documents  that  I  had  requested, 
and  commence  typing.  I  did  not  realize  how  difficult  it  would  be  to 
reconstruct  my  knowledge  from  memory.  I  had  not  kept  a  diary  or 
even  a  calendar  of  all  my  activities,  thus,  I  have  been  reconstructing 
my  knowledge  of  this  matter  since  March  23  to  this  day. 

On  Sunday  evening,  March  25, 1  was  informed  that  the  Los  Angeles 
Times  and  the  Washmgton  Post  were  going  to  print  a  stoiT  that  Ma- 
gruder  and  I  had  prior  knowledge  of  the  June  17  bugging  of  the  Demo- 
cratic National  Committee.  I  considered  the  story  libelous  then,  as  I  do 
today.  Upon  learning  that  the  story  was  going  to  be  printed,  I  contacted 
an  attorney,  Mr.  Tom  Hogan,  who  was  familiar  with  libel  law.  We  dis- 
cussed the  matter.  He  then  decided  to  put  the  newspapers  on  notice  to 
preserve  a  libel  suit  in  the  event  they  printed  the  story.  I  also  told  Mr. 
Hogan  that  when  I  returned  from  Camp  David  that'l  wanted  to  talk 
with  him  about  this  entire  matter  and  asked  him  to  think  about  some- 
one who  was  a  good  criminal  lawj'er  because  I  was  planningto  take 
certain  steps  in  the  near  future.  I  might  add  that  it  was  my  thinking 
at  that  time  that  I  would  explain  all  the  facts  to  a  knowledgeable 
criminal  lawyer  to  determine  the  potential  problems  of  everyone  in- 
volved— from  the  President  on  down — to  get  independent  ad\-ice  on 
wha^I  should  do. 

On  Monday  morning,  ilarch  26,  I  had  a  conversation  with  Halde- 
man  about  the  story  in  the  Los  Angeles  Times.  I  told  him  I  was  pre- 
pared to  file  a  libel  suit  and  had  retained  a  lawyer  to  put  the  newspapers 
on  notice.  I  told  him  that  he  knew  that  I  had  not  known  of  the  Jime  17 
Watergate  break-in  in  advance,  that  my  knowledge  of  the  entire  mat- 
ter ended  with  the  second  meeting  in  Mitchcirs  office.  I  told  Haideman 
that  JNIagruder  knew  that  I  had  no  prior  knowledge,  but  I  did  not 
know  if  he  would  admit  it  publicly.  Haldeman  concurred  in  the  fact 
that  I  had  no  prior  knowledge  and  suggested  I  call  Magnider  and  tape 
his  conversation. 

I  did  call  Magruder  and  by  using  a  dictaphone  held  to  the  receiver, 
I  recorded  the  call.  I  have  submitted  a  transcript  of  this  convei-sation 
to  the  committee;  the  long  and  short  of  this  conversation  was  that 
Magruder  acknowledged  that  the  newspaper  accounts  were  a  ''bu)'"'' 
rap^for  me  because  I  had  not  had  prior  knowledge  of  the  break-in. 

[The  transcript  was  marked  exhibit  Xo.  34-40.*] 

ilr.  Deax.  My  secretary  arrived  at  Camp  David  on  ^londay  after- 
noon and  began  typing  the  report.  On  Monday  night,  I  had  given  addi- 
tional thought  to  how  the  President  might'get  out  in  front  of  this 
matter  and  how  we  could  get  everyone  involved  to  speak  the  truth.  I 
called  Mooro,  wlio  is  fairly  conservative  in  his  solutions  to  problems, 
and  told  liini  of  my  idea,  which  I  said  was  so  far  out  that  I  thought  it 
iniglit  solve  tlie  awful  problem.  J  have  submitted  to  the  committee  a 
copy  of  my  notes  outlining  my  concept. 

[Tlie  document  was  marked  exhibit  No.  31-41.**] 

•See  p.  125S. 
••See  p.  1261. 
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Exhibit  No.  34-40 


Dean  :  Is  he  in,  John  Dean  calling. 

Maobudee:  Hello. 

Dean  :  Hi,  Jeb. 

Mageudee:  Hello. 

Dean  :  How  are  you  doing? 

Magbpder  :  I'm  doing  fine  ;  how  are  you  doing? 

Dean  :  Pretty  well,  incredible. 

MA.GEUDER:   Is  it?  .  ' 

Dean  :  Just  incredible. 

Magrudeb  :  Well  the  L.A.  Times,  God,  we  got  splashed  all  over  that  one,  let  me 
tell  you. 

Dean:  Is  that  right? 

Magrdder  :  I  haven't  seen  it  yet  but  my  friend  calle<l  me,  said  Christ  you  take 
up  the  whole  front  page. 

Dean:  Is  that  right? 

Magbxider  :  Yea,  you  and  I,  pictures,  the  whole  works. 

Dean  :  I'm  taking  a  bum  rap,  Jeb. 

Magbudeb  :  Well  I  know  that. 

Dean  :  That's  the  incredible  thing. 

Magbudeb:  We've  got  to  figure — John,  I  think  w«  gotta  just  figure  out  how  we 
can  handle  this.  I  don't  know  what  we — I  mean  I  don't  know  what  we  can  do 
right  now,  I  don't  know  if  there  is  anything  we  can  do  right  now. 

Dean  :  We'll  just  have  to  take  the  heat  right  now  until  the  thing  sorts  itself  out. 
I  can't  conceive  of  how  McCord  could  have  that  impression. 

Magbudeb  :  Now  I'll  tell  you  what — John,  can  we  talk  here? 

Dean  :  Yea. 

Magbudeb  :  Okay.  Here's  what  I  figure  has  happened.  And  I'm  positive  of  this. 
One,  John,  there  is  absolutely  no  substantive  evidence  that  McCord  could  pos- 
sibly have  in  any  way,  shape  or  form  that  could  connect  anyone  other  than  the 
seven  of  us.  Okay. 

Dean  :  Yes. 

Magbudeb:  I'm  positive  of  that.  Now  I've  gone  right — you  know  I  just  went 
back  through  the  process,  was  there  anything  at  all  that  even  could  remotely 
imply  any  connection.  Okay. 
'  Dean  :  Yes. 

Magbudeb  :  So  there  is  no  evidence  of  what  I  call  documentation.  Now  what  he 
probably  may  have,  John,  is  that  when  Liddy  probably  was  working  up  numbers 
for  his  own  benefit,  and  doing  that  kind  of  work,  he  probably  used  McCord  to  do 
that,  because  McCord  bought  all  his  equipment  according  to  Silberts. 

Dean  :  But  Liddy  knows  damn  good  and  well  that  the  last  time  that  I,  for 
example,  had  any  conversation  with  him  on  that  thing  was  when  we  walked  out 
of  that  office  and  I  told  him  I  could  not  talk  to  him  about  it  any  further  and  he 
never — he —  he  never  once  ever  raised  it. 

Magbudeb:  I'm  sure  he  must  have  raised — I'm  sure  thought  when  he  talked  to 
his  friend  McCord 

Dean  :  He  was  a  name  dropper. 

Magbudeb:  He's  a  name  dropper.  And  I'm  sure  he  said  that  well  you  know  I 
don't  really  trust  this  idiot  Magruder  but  Mitchell  and  Dean  and  II:ildenian  are 
all  behind  it  and  Gordon  Strachan,  I'm  sure  that  obviou.sly  Mitchell's  name  will 
come  up  and  I  would  take  a  guess  if  he  still  said  "others"  if  you  noticed,  which 
is  pure 

Dean  :  That's  right,  that's  right. 

MAGRimER :  So  he  is  going  to  be  talking  probably  about  Mitchell  and  I  would 
take  a  guess  either  Gordon  Strachan  or  Colson.  That  would  be  my  guess. 

Dean  :  Just  incredible. 

Magruder  :  So.  one,  he  had  no  substantive  evidence,  I'm  positive  of  that ;  two, 
wliat  he  is  probably  referring  to  is  simply  discussions  that  Liddy  had  with  him 
as  tliey  sat  around  drinking  at  the  Watergate.  You  know — and  only  that.  McCord 
never  met  with  either  myself  or  anyone  else  at  our  committee. 
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Dean  :  Yes. 

Mageudee  :  Never,  so  there  is  no  personal  discussion  he  would  have  of  any  kind. 

Dean  :  Well  I  thought  maybe  I  was  losing  my  mind.  But  I  iinow — I  linow  what 
I  know  and  1  know  that  one,  I  tried  to  turn  the  damn  thing  off. 

Magrudee:  Right. 

Dean  :  I  know  that  I'd  told  Haldeman  after  that  meeting  that  it  had  to  be 
turned  off.  Now  what  happened  in  the  interim  I  don't  have  any  idea,  I  don't  want 
to  know,  I  can  only  opine  and  speculate. 

Magrudeb.  I  would  hope  so,  John,  of  course  on  that  meeting  that  I  have  testi- 
fied that  that  meeting  that  we've  had  with  Liddy  and  Mitchell  was  simply  on 
the  general  counsel's  job  and  so  on. 

Dean.  X  understand. 

Magbudee.  I  mean  that's  important  I  think,  you  know  for  Mitchell's  and  my 

Dean.  Well  I  don't  plan  to  go  out  and  talk  in  any  forum. 

Magrudeb.  You  know,  if  we  ever  get  to  the  grand  jury  stage,  I  think  they — 
I  have  testified  that  that  meeting  that  you  and  I  had  was  one  meeting,  not  two, 
and  that  we  had  a  meeting  with  Mitchell  that  just  went  over — since  you  had  been 
helping  me  as  a  counsel — that  we  just  went  over  the  general  framework  of  the 
job  and  the  new  law  and  those  kind  of  problems,  the  typical  cursory  sort  of 
post-employment  meeting.  That  that  was  the  extent  of  it. 

Dean.  Well  I  was  just  trying  to  get  straight  in  my  own  mind,  you  know,  in 
case  a  guy  like  Liddy  goes  and  starts  giving  his  side  of  the  story  and 

Magbuder,  Well,  if  he  did,  of  course  what  he  would  say  is .  You  know 

that's  one  thing  I  would  hope  we'd  be  working  on  and  that  part  is  Liddy. 

Dean.  Yea. 

Mageudee.  But  McCord's  information  would  only  be  hearsay,  it  would  only 
have  been  from  Liddy. 

Dean.  Okay,  Jeb,  well  all  we  can  do  is  sit  tight  right  now. 

Magbuder.  A  couple  of  other  points,  John,  let  me  ask  you.  Parkinson  wants  to 
sit  down  with  me  and  is  going  to  represent  me  and  as  far  as  I'm  concerned  that's 
appropriate. 

Dean.  I  think  that  that's  a  personal  decision  of  yours,  by  yourself,  and  that 
you  know  he's  knowledgable  and  I  think  that's  quite  a  good  idea. 

Magrudee.  Well  I  mean,  you  know,  from  my  standpoint,  it  would  seem  that 
somebody  who  is  well  aware  of  the  situation  and  it  would  look  funny  it  would 
seem  to  me  if  I  changed  attorneys. 

Dean.  I  agree,  I  think  that's  a  good  idea  for  you. 

Magruder.  And  he  is  certainly  qualified. 

Dean.  And  I  do  think  you  ought  to  have  counsel  too. 

Magbudee.  What? 

Dean.  I  do  think  you  ought  to  have  a  lawyer  who's  representing  you  per  se. 

Magbuder.  Well  that  would  be  what  he  would — you  mean  another  one? 

Dean.  Well  I  mean  no — I  mean  like  Parkinson. 

Magbudee.  Right,  well  that's  what  I  thought  because  I  think  for  sure  we're 
going  to  have  to — I'm  going  to  have  to  rely  on  you  or  whatever  when  we  have 
to  go  down  to  the  grand  jury. 

Dean.  I  would  imagine  that  day  is  coming. 

Magbudee.  That's  right.  Of  course,  I  think  we  have  a  hell  of  a  case  on  the 
t>ond  and  who  placed  the  bond  for  him  and  the  written  statement,  how  well  it 
was  done  and  why  he  waited  until  the  last  day.  To  me  that  makes  it  very  clear. 

Dean.  I  don't,  I'm  not  aware  of  what  you  are  talking  about. 

Magbudee.  McCord.  In  other  words,  where  did  McCord  get  his  bond.  Tou 
know,  he  got  it  from  a  Democratic  lawyer.  He's  got  a  new  lawyer.  He's  obviously 
made  a  deal  and  a  person  in  that  position  obviously  is  panicked  facing  S  years 
or  whatever  he  is  facing.  And  he'll  throw  out  names  all  over  the  place,  John. 

Dean.  I  suspect  that's  true. 

Magbuder.  Just  because  he  knows  that's  what  they  want  to  hear.  If  you  read 
his  letter,  his  letter  is  a  perfect  letter  obviously  not  written  by  an  individual 
but  by  a  lawyer. 

Dean.  I  wonder  if  he  drafted  it? 

Magrudeb.  And  he's  talking  about  fifth  amendment,  sixth  amendments  rights, 
all  sorts  of  things  that . 

Deax.  Yea,  okay,  just  hang  in. 

JIagruder.   Yea,  well  that's  what   I  planned  on  doing  and  I  just  wanted  to 
check  with  you  from  your  standpoint.  But  I'm  positive  there's  no  substantive 
evidence  of  any  kind. 
>N.  Okay. 
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13.     On  March  26,  1973  the  District  of  Columbia  United  States 
Attorney's  office  filed  in  open  court  a  motion  for  an  order  compelling 
Gordon  Liddy  to  testify  under  a  grant  of  immunity  before  the  grand  jury 
investigating  the  Watergate  break- in.  As  of  March  27,  1973  Judge  Sirica 
granted  leave  to  proceed  forthwith  with  grand  jury  interrogation  of 
Howard  Hunt  and  other  of  the  convicted  Watergate  defendants.   From 
March  28,  1973  through  April  5,  1973  hearings  were  held  in  open  court 
and  orders  were  entered  compelling  Howard  Hunt,  Gordon  Liddy  and  the 
remaining  Watergate  defendants  to  testify  before  the  grand  jury  under 
grant  of  immunity. 
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MISCELLANEOUS  POCKET 
ZHniteb  Stated  Bi«tritt  Court  for  tfje  Bii^trtct  of  Columbia 


47  'f . 


Number 


Parties 


Action 


Petitioner's  Atty. 


-•  -  J    1 


47-73 


IN  RE   -   GRAND  JURY  PROCEEDINGS 


Respondent's  Atty. 

PEThH  L  y;.RGULIS 


'Asshinftor. j  D.  C. 


1819  H  ::t.,  K.y. 


Date 


Proceedings 


Fees 


Total 


1973 
Mar 


■Rar 


Mar 


Mar 


I   Mai 


Mar 


Mar 


Mar 


26 


26 


27 


I 


28 

28 

28 

29 
29 


Letter  dated  3-15-73  from  Henry  B.  Petersen,  Asst. 
Atty.  Gen.  to  Harold  H.  Titus,  US  Atty.,  advising 
that  request  for  authority  to  apply  to  USDC  for  an 
order  requring  George  Gordon  Liddy  to  give  testimoijy 
before  grand  jury  with  a  grant  of  immunity  pursuant 
to  l8  use  6003  and  28  CFR  0.175  is  approved. 
Motion  by  US  Atty.  for  D. C.  for  an  order  compelling 
George  Gordon  Liddy  to  give  testimony  before  grand 
jury  with  a  grant  of  immunity  pursuant  to  I8  USC 
6001  et  seq.,  filed  in  open  court,  heard  in  part 
and  continued  for  further  hearing  until  March  30, 
1973;  counsel  for  respondent  Liddy  to  file  opp.  to 
motion  not  later  than  10:00  A.M,  ^arch  29,  1973j 
deft.  Liddy  present  and  remanded  to  D.  C.  Jail. 
(Rep:  N.  Sokal)  Sirica,  C.J. 

AS  OF  MARCH  27,  1973 
Case  called  by  Asst.  US  Atty.  for  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing leave  to  Court  to  proceed  immediately  with  Grand 
Jury  interrogation  of  Everette  Hunt,  Bernard  L. 
Barker,  Eua;enio  R.  Martinez,  Frank  A.  Sturgis  and 
Virgilio  R.  Gonzalez;  leave  to  proceed  forthwith 
granted.  (Rep:  N.  Sokal)  Sirica,  C.J. 

Letter  dated  3-15-73  from  Henry  E.  Petersen,  Asst.  Attj 
General,  to.  Harold  H.  Titus,  Jr.  U.S.  Atty,  Granting 
request  for  authority  to  apply  to  USDC  for  an  order 
requiring  Everette  Howard  Hunt,  Jr.,  to  give  testimonjf  with 
a  grant  of  Immunity  pursuant  to  I8  USC  60OI  et  seq.  Filled 

Sirica,  C.J. 

Motion  by  U.S.  Atty  for  an  order  compelling  Everette  Hdward  Hurit 
Jr.  to  give  testkraony  before  grand  jury  with  a  grant  cjf  imnjunijty 
pur  to  18  USC  6001  et  seq.  Filed  in  Open  Court,  Heard 
&  GRANTED.  '  (Rep-N.  Sokal)  Sirica,  C.J, 

Order  directing  Everette  Howard  Hunt,  Jr.,  to  give  tesljimonj' 
before  grand  jury  with  a  grant  of  immunity  pur  to 
IG  USC  6001  et  seq,  (N)  Sirica,  C.J. 

Deft.  Liddy' s  response  to  Govt  motion  under  Title  I8, 
U.S.  Code,  Section  60OI,  et  al;  c/s  3-29-73:,  Filed. 

Sirica,  C.. 
Transcript  of  proceedings  of  3-26-73j  pages  1-26,  inc! 
Court's  copy.  (Rep-N. Sokal)  Sirica,  C.J. 
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5ate 


Proceedings 


Fees 


Total 


973 
Mar. 


Man 

Apr. 


Apr. 


Apr. 


Apr. 


Apr. 


Apr. 


I  Apr. 
Apr. 


Apr. 


30 


30- 
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Further  hearing  held  on  motion  by  U.S.  Atty  for  an  ord$r 
compelling  George  Gordon  Liddy  to  give  testimony  be 
fore  Grand  Jury  pursuant  to  18  USC  6001  et.  seq. 
Motion  by  U.S.  Atty;  Granted.  (Rep-N.Sokal)   Sirica 


11 


12 


no^ 


rac  ting 
duration 


a,c 


Motion  by  Govt,  to  adjudicate  George  Gordon  Llddy  in 
for  his  refusal  to  ansv;er  certain  questions  before 
as  he  was  ordered  to  on  3-30-73,  Filed  In  Open  Courjt 
Heard  &  Granted.  (Rep-r:.Sokal)         Sirica,  C.J 
Order  finding  that  George  Gordon  Liddy  has  without  jus 
cause  refused  to  testify  before  grand  jury  as  previ 
ordered  &  directing  that  Mr.  Liddy  be  confined  unti 
such  time  as  he  is  v.-illing  to  testify  as  ordered, 
provided,  hov;ever,  that  the  period  of  confinem.ent 
not  exceed  the  life  of  the  grand  jury,  including 
&,   shall  in  no  case  exceed  lO  months,  &  further  di 
Mr.  Liddy  be  confined  in  the  D.C.  Jail  for  the 
under  the  contempt  statute;  counsel  for  Govt,  to  pr 
proposed  findings  of  fact  &:  conclusions  of  law  to 
order  no  later  than  4-9-73.  (N)         Sirica,  C.J 
Order  staying  execution  of  sentence  in  Cr,  1827-72  as 
this  date  to  recommence  at  the  conclusion  of  his 
confinement  for  contempt  as  ordered.  (Original  file 
in  Cr.  1827-72)  (1!)  Sirica,  C 

Motions  (4)  by  US  Atty  for  an  order  compelling  Bernard 
L.  Barker,  Eugenio  R.  Martinez,  Frank  A.  Sturgis  & 
Virgilio  R,  Gonzalez  to  give  testimony  before  grand 
Jury  with  a  grant  of  Immunity  pur  to  I8  USC  6C01, 
et,  seq,  together  v.'ith  letter  from  Henry  E.  Fe terse 
Asst.  Atty.  General,  dated  3-15-73  to  Harold  H.  Tit 
Jr.,  U.S.  Atty,  Granting  request  to  seek  order  as  t 
respondent.  Filed  in  Open  Court,  Heard  &  Granted; 
4  Orders,  one  pertaining  to  each  respondent,  signed 
(Rep-N.Sokal)  *   Sirica,  C.J. 

Copy  of  Letter  dated  3-15-73  from  Henry  2.  Petersen,  As 
Atty.  General,  to  Harold  H.  Titus, Jr.,  U.S.  Atty, 
.approving  request  for  authority  to  apply  for  an  ore 
compeling  James  W.  McCord  Jr.  to  testify  before  g 
Jury  Vvith  a  grant  of  imm.unity  our.  tol8  USC  600i  et 
filed  in  Open  Court.  (Rep-N.Sokal)        Sirica, 

Motion  by  Asst.  U.S.  Atty  for  an  order  compelling  James 
Jr.  to  testify  before  grand  jury  with  a  grant  of 
to  T.18  use  6001  et.  seq.  Heard  S:  Granted.  (Rep-N.£ 

Sirica,  C.J 

Order  compelling  James  Vf.  McCord  Jr.,  testify  before 

grand  jury  v-ith  a  grant  of  immunity  pur.  to  lO  USC, 
6001  et.  seq.  (ry)  (Rep-H.Sokal)     "    Sirica,  C.J 

Notice  of  appeal  by  deft.  George  Gordon  Liddy  from  the 
Judgment  of  April  3,    1973;  Copy  mailed  to  Earl  J. 
Silbert,  Asst.  U.S.  Atty;  Deposit  by  Maroulis, 
$5.00. 
In  Re:  George  Gordon  Liddy:   Findings  of  fact  &   cone 
of  Law  finding  George  Gordon  Liddy,  without  just  c 
haa  refused  to  comply  with  an  order  of  Court  that  h 
testify  before  grand  Jury v^XS)l9S§TSokal)   Sirica, 
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14.     On  March  27,  1973  Jeb  Magruder  met  with  John  Mitchell  in  New 
York  City  and  discussed  the  potential  of  Magruder' s  being  brought  before 
the  grand  jury  on  a  perjury  count.  Magruder  has  testified  that  he 
received  from  Mitchell  assurances  respecting  continued  salary  and  that 
they  discussed  executive  clemency.  Mitchell  has  testified  that  with 
respect  to  support,  he  told  Magruder  that  he  "was  a  very  outstanding 
young  man  and  I  liked  and  I  worked  with  and  to  the  extent  that  I 
could  help  him  in  any  conceivable  way,  I  would  be  delighted  to  do  so." 
Mitchell  has  testified  that  he  did  not  make  any  promises  of  executive 
clemency.  During  the  conversation,  Magruder  asked  for  a  meeting  with 
Haldeman. 
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14.2  Jeb  Magruder  testimony,  SSC  Executive  Session, 

June  12,  1973,  111-12 342 

14 .  3  John  Mitchell  testimony ,  4  SSC  1633-34 344 
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14.1     JEB  MAGHUDER  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  14,    1973,    2  SSC  806-07 


806 


Dean  be-an  to  indicate  some  reluctance  to  discuss  those  meetm-s  in 
the  same  terms  that  I  had  discussed  tliem  at  the  -rand  jury,  I  knew  the 
story  would  not  hold  up  under  a  second  investigation  by  your  com- 
mittee, which,  ol-  course,  had  be<,mn  to  hohl  heann-s  and  also  the  grand 


]ury 


Si-.  Dash.  Did  you  have  a  meeting  with  Mr.  Haldeman  in  January 

197:3  ? 

Mr.  Magrxjder.  Yes ;  I  did.  ..^14.       „(.;„„ 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  briefly  tell  us  what  the  nature  ot  that  mcetinfi 
was  and  what  was  discussed?  ..      i-      t 

Mr  Magkcter.  The  meeting  was  for  two  purposes.  I  was  the  director 
of  the  inaugural  at  that  time  and  was  to  discuss  future  employinent 
recrardincr  invself  and  also  at  that  time  there  was  a  problem  regarding 
Mr    Porters  employment  and  I  had  made  certain  assurances,  Mr. 
Mitchell  had.  about  his  employment  and  I  wanted  to  be  sure  Mr.  Hal- 
deman was  aware  of  that.  And  then,  third,  and  I  realize  now  tha   these 
were  probably  taped  conversations.  I  had  some  conversations  with  Mr 
Dean  in  his  office  where  he  indicated  a  certain  lack  of  memon-  to 
events,  and  I  became  rather  concerned.  He  indicated  at  one  point  that 
wasn't  that  surprising  how  this  plan  was  ever  put  into  operation,  ancl 
I  said   "Well,  John,  surely  you  remember  the  meetings  we  attendee^ 
and  he  didn't  seem  to  remember  those  meetings,  and  I  said  to  myselt 
somethin^r  is  croing  to  happen  here  if  that  continues.  I  think  as  it  turned 
oX&comei^ations  were  taped,  so  I  thought  I  hacl  better  see  Mr. 
Haldeman  and  tell  him  what  had  actually  happened  I  thought  prob- 
ably that  this  was  becoming  scapegoat  time  and  maybe  I  was  going  to 
be  the  scapegoat,  and  so  I  went  to  Mr.  Haldeman  and  I  said  I  just  ^^ant 
vou  to  know  that  this  whole  Watergate  situation  and  the  other  activ- 
ities was  a  concerted  effort  by  a  number  of  people    and  so  I  went 
thron<rh  a  literal  monologue  on  what  had  occurred.  That  was  my  tirst 
discussion  with  Mr.  Haldeman  where  I  laid  out  the  true  facts 

Mr  Dash   Do  you  know  what  day  or  date  approximately  in  Jan- 


uary that  occurred?  ,     .  ,,  ^„ 

Mr  Magrudkr.  It  would  have  been  before  the  inaugural  because  we 
were  still  working  on  the  inaugural  but  I  would  have  to  look  in  my 


a 

n 


diary  as  to  what  date  specifically.  Arifoi,p1i 

"  Mr.  Dash.  Did  there  come  a  time  when  you  met  with  Mi.  -Mitchell 

sometimeafter  the  trial?  ^      ,  ,  ,      •     n         ^-     f„.i 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes.  Well,  the  McCord  letter  basically  activated 

great  concern  in  the  sense Ar,..^,  o-^ 

Mr.  Dash.  That  letter,  I  think  the  record  will  show,  wasilaich  Jo. 
Mr.  :JIagrtjdf.k.  That  is  correct.  ^.  .      ■     ., 

ilr.  Dash.  That  was  read  out  by  Judge  Sirica  in  the  courtroom  on 
the  sentences  on  March  2^3.  ,    ,  .  if    1  fi,^ 

^Iv  M\GRtiDER.  That  is  correct,  and  that,  of  coui^e,  accelerated  the 
process  of  concern  on,  I  think,  all  of  the  participant  parties.  I,  on  Mon- 
day the  -iDth.  went  to  see  the  two  lawyers  for  the  committee.  As  you 
are  aware  at  this  time  T  did  not  have  my  own  counsel  so  I  was  depend- 
incr  on  counsel  basically  from  our  committee,  and  I  went  oyer  my  prob- 
lems with  them,  which  I  think  were  more  acute  at  that  time  than  tlie 
other  participants  and  thev  agreed  that  I  had  a  serious  problem  and 
su''<-este<l  that  I  see.  retain  mv  own  counsel.  T  think  they  then  trans- 
mi7t~ed  that  concern  of  mine  to  :yir.  .Mitch.dl  because  on  Tuesday  lie 
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called  me  in  the  Commerce  Depai-tiiieut  and  asked  me  to  come  to  Xew 
York.  I  flew  to  New  York  that  afternoon,  and  discussed  with  him 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know,  what  date  that  was  I 

Mr.  MA0Rt7DEi{.  That  would  be  March  27. 

Mr.  Dash. -27? 

Mr.  Magruder.  A  Tuesday. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  the  year  we  are  talking  about  1973  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  1973. 

Mr.  Dash.  "Wliat  was  your  discussion  with  Mr.  Mitchell  in  New 
York? 

Mr.  IVLvGRUDER.  Well,  I  went  through  all  of  the  problems  I  thought 
could  occur  because  of  tlie  problems  that  renewed  interest  in  this  case 
would  bring  from  your  committee  and  from  the  grand  jury  and  indi- 
cated what  should  I  do,  and  he  indicated  that  I  should  hold,  that  he 
would  take  care  of  things,  that  everything  would  be  taken  care  of. 

Now,  at  that  time  I  realized  that  he  was  no  longer  directly  involved 
at  the  "WTiite  House,  as  he  had  been,  and  so  I  asked  to  see  Mr.  Haldeman 
with  him  the  next  day  he  was  going  to  Washington. 

Mr.  Dash.  But  at  that  meeting,  Mr.  Magruder,  what  did  you  ask 
Mr.  Mitchell  to  assure  you  of  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Agam  I  asked  for  the  same  assurances  of  salary  and 
being  taken  care  of  if  I  had  to  go  away  for  any  period  of  time. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  mention  Executive  clemency  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Then  you  say  you  asked  for  a  meeting  with  Mr. 
Haldeman  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  I  feel  that  it  would  be  appropriate  since  this 
was  something  now  that  he  was  moie  directly  involved  on  a  day-to-day 
basis. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  have  that  meeting  with  Mr.  Haldeman? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  When? 

Mi:  Magruder.  On  the  following  day,  Wednesday,  March  28, 1  think. 

Mr.  Dash.  Who  was  present? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Mr.  Haldeman.  Mr.  Mitchell,  and  myself. 

Mr.  Dash.  Wiat  was  discussed? 

^Ir.  j\[agruder.  Well,  we  discussed  the  same  things  that  we  had 
discussed  with  Mr.  Mitchell,  that  I  discussed  with  Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr. 
Haldeman  was  very  careful  to  indicate  to  me  that  he  would  help  me 
in  any  way  as  a  friend  but  could  make  no  commitments  for  the  Presi- 
dent: indicated  that  the  real  problems  were  differences  of  opinion 
over  meetings,  particularly  the  January  and  February  meetings, 
where,  of  course,  my  view  was  tliat  since  the  three,  Mr.  jNIitchell,  Mr. 
Dean,  and  I,  had  agreed  to  my  testimony  that  they,  therefore,  should 
stay  with  that  agreement. 

Mr.  ^Mitchell  indicated,  of  course,  he  was  willing  to  do  this  but 
Mr.  Dean  indicated  tliat  hf>  had  .-^ome  question  about  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  But,  Mr.  Magruder  at  this  time  everybody  knew. 

-Mr.  MAGRrDEK.  Mr.  Haldeman 

Mr.  Dash.  E\eryl)ody  k'new  that  tliat  agreement  was  an  agreement 
l)as(>d  on  a  false  stoiy."  was  that  not  true? 

Mr.  Magklder.  Yes,  that  is  correct. 
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Mr.  Magruder.   Earlier  than  that. 

Mr.  Dash.   —  tell  us  what  happened. 

Mr.  Magruder.   We  knew  the  Grand  Jury  was  reconvening  and 
we  knew  one  mistake  the  prosecutors  made,  and  the  only  mistake 
in  defense  of  the  prosecutors,  that  I  think  they  made  is  they 
somehow  missed  Mr.  Reisner.   I  knew  as  soon  as  they  got  to  him 
the  thing  vrould  collapse  and  when  tliey  got  —  when  they  all  got 
to  Mr.  Reisner  I  was  fully  aware  then  much  more  so  than  McCord 
because  I  knew  Mr.  McCord 's  testimony  would  be  hearsay  but  as 
soon  as  they  got  to  Reisner  I  knew  that  t)ie  case  would  start 
collapsing  rather  quickly.   So  I  went  up  to  New  York  on  a 
Tuesday  and  talked  to  Mr.  Mitchell  and  went  through  the  whole 
list  of  things  I  thought  that  I  would  need  if  I  was  going  to  be 
able  to  keep  up  with  this  story. 

Mr.  Dash.   Vaiat  was  that? 

Mr.  Magruder.   Oh,  you  know,  family,  taking  care  of  the 
family,  job,  that  kind  of  thing.   Executive  clemency. 

Mr.  Dash.   What  did  Mr.  Mitchell  say? 

Mr.  Magruder.   lie  was  very  positive  but  I  knew  he  was  only 
speaking  for  himself  and  he  made  that  quite  clear.   In  fact,  I 
said  I  can't  accept  it  just  now  from  you  because  you  are  here 
in  New  York,  so  he  asked  me  to  meet  with  him  and  llaldeman  the 
next  day  which  I  did.   At  that  meeting  —  I  think  Mr.  Haldeman 
taped  it  as  I  understand  —  Mr.  Haldeman  was  very  careful  to 
say  he  would  do  anything  he  could  as  a  friend  to  help  me  but  he 
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couldn't  speak  for  the  President.   There  was  a  controversy  over 

the  meetings. 

Mr.  Dash.   Who  was  present  at  that? 
Mr.  Magruder.   Halderaan,  >fitchell  and  myself. 
Mr.  Dash,   ^^/hen  was  that? 

Mr.  Magruder.   The  Wednesday  after  the  Friday  McCord  — 
the  end  of  the  trial.   That  would  be  March. 

Mr.  Dash.   March  23  was  when  Mr.  McCord 's  letter  was  read. 
Mr.  Magruder.   Tuesday  I  went  to  New  York,  at  Mr.  Mit- 
chell's request  went  to  New  York,  discussed  the  problem.   I 
indicated  —  I  had  already  decided  that  if  it  got  to  a  Crand 
Jury  place  again  that  I  would  not  be  able  to  personally  go 
through  this  process  again  hut  that  I  would  still  try  to  hold 
if  we  could  work  out  some  reasonable  way  we  could  hold  with 
that  story.   Then  — 

Mr.  Dash.   Then  you. 

Mr.  Magruder.   I  went  through  with  Mr.  Mitchell  all  the 
questions. 

Mr.  Dash.   You  said  that.   You  weren't  satisifed. 
Mr.  Magruder.   I  asked  to  see  Mr.  Ilaldeman.   We  met  with 
Mr.  Haldeman  next  morning. 
Mr.  Dash.   The  29th? 
'Mr.  Magruder.   The  2_9th. 
Mr.  Dash.   Iflio  was  present? 
Mr.  Magruder.   Just  the  three  of  us. 
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ifr.  Mitchell.  "Well,  I  am  sure  it  occurred  to  me  and  probably  on 
.  hindsight  I  probably  should  have.  I  do  not  think  tliere  is  any  tloubt 
about  it. 

Mr.  D.\sri.  Did  you  not  think  it  was  the  President's  prerogative  to 
know  what  to  do  about  these  matters  ? 

'Slv.  Mitchell.  The  decision  had  to  be  made,  and  it  is  a  tough  one, 
whether  or  not  he  is  not  involved  in  it  but  he  does  not  know  about 
them,  will  this  go  away.  I  knew  they  were  going  to  change  the  person- 
nel in  the  White  House  and  hopefully  they  would  be  gone  and  he  would 
not  have  to  deal  with  it  and  he  could  go  on  to  his  second  term,  the 
second  Presidency,  without  this  problem. 

Mr.  D.A.SH.  But  you  were  taking  a  major  risk,  were  you  not.  Mr. 
Mitchell  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  think  you  are  taking  a  major  risk  any  time  you 
have  to  deal  with  the  White  House  horrors  under  any  circumstances. 
Mr.  Dash.  Xow.  you  spoke  to  the  President  quite  frequently  on  the 
telephone,  you  met  with  him,  your  logs  indicate,  so  you  did  have  plenty 
of  opportunities,  and  on  no  occasion,  I  think  it  is  your  testimony,  did 
you  speak  to  the  President  about  these  matters  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Now,  which  mattere  are  we  talking  about? 

Mr.  Dash.  Again,  the  White  House 

Mr.  Mitchell.  About  disclosing  these  matters. 

Mr.  Dash.  Disclosing  the  matters,  the  White  House  horrors,  the 
break-in. 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  did  not— well,  let  us  not  pass  this  over  to  the  pomt 
^here — on  the  20th  of  June  when  I  talked  to  him  I  apologized  to  him 
for  not  knowing  what  the  hell  had  happened  and  I  should  liave  kept  a 
stronger  hand  on  what  the  people  in  the  committee  were  domg,  et 
cetera.  And  then,  further  on  down  the  road  in  these  political  meetings 
that  are  shown  on  the  logs,  there  were  discussions  about  appointing  a 
commission  of  the  type  of  the  Warren  commission  to  investigate  this 
matter,  and  special  prosecutors  and  things  like  that.  I  do  not  want  to 
leave  the  impression  that  it  was  never  touched  under  any  circum- 
stances. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  am  not  talking  about  when  you  talked  about  \Vater- 
gate  as  such.  I  am  talking  about  the  so-called  coverup,  the  "VMiite  House 
horrors  and  what  your  own  knowledge,  based  on  information  given 
you,  as  to  who  was  involved  in  the  break-in  of  the  DXC.  » 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  answered  that  I  did  not  talk  to  him  about  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  know,  but  on  the  '20th 

Mr.  Mitchetx.  I  also  answered  in  hindsight  it  probably  would  have 
been  a  better  idea  if  I  had. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  also  on  March  27  did  :Mr.  Magruder  come  to  see  you 
in  New  York  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Yes,  sir,  he  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  do  you  recall  that  he  testified  that  he  came  because 
he  beaan  to  be  aware  or  concerned  that  things  might  unravel  and, 
therefore,  wanted  assurances  from  you  that  he  be  taken  care  of.  Do  you 
recall  that '. 

Mr.  Mitchell.  T  recall  very  well,  Mr.  Dash,  because  of  the  fact  that 
there  was.  based  in  the  McCord  letter  to  Judge  Sirica,  and  Mr.  "Ma- 
gruder wanted  to  talk  to  me  about  the  potentials  of  his  being  brought 
back  before  the  grand  jury  on  a  perjury  count. 
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Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  promise  him  at  that  time,  as  he  testified,  that 
to  the  best  of  your  ability,  thouph  you  no  longer  were  in  oflice.  you 
■would  help  him  to  either  get  Executive  clemency,  support,  or  rehabil- 
itation, any  of  the  things  we  have  been  asking  about  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Let  us  take  Executive  cLemenc}\  Xo,  I  have  never 
promised  that  to  anybody.  Obviously,  there  is  no  basis  upon  which  I 
could. 

With  respect  to,  you  were  talking  about  support  and  so  forth,  what  I 
told  Jeb  Magruder  was  that  I  thought  he  was  a  very  outstanding  young 
man  and  I  liked  and  I  worked  with  and  to  the  extent  that  I  could  help 
him  in  any  conceivable  way.  I  would  be  delighted  to  do  so. 

And  this  was  exactly  the  same  conversation  that  we  had  the  next  day 
down  at  Haldeman's  office. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  Mr.  Magruder  then  ask  for  that  meeting  with  Mr. 
Haldeman? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  he  feel  he  needed  that  assurance  from  somebody  still 
in  the  ^Vhite  House  ? 

Mr.  ^Mitchell.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  met  with  Mr.  Haldeman  on  the  28th  of  March? 
.  Mr.  Mitchell.  28th  of  March,  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  ^Vlaat  kind  of  assurances  were  being  sought  by  Mr.  jNIa- 
gruder  there  and  what  was  being  given  to  him  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  Magruder  was  again  concerned — well,  he  did 
not  express  it  too  directly — that  he  thought  he  might  become  the  fall 
guy.  It  seems  to  me  that  everybody  around  this  town  involved  in  this 
all  thought  they  were  soins:  to  become  a  fall  guy. 

Mr.  D.\SH.  Did  yourMr.':Mitchell? 

Mr.  MiTCHELL.Did  I?  Xo.  Contrary  to  the  story  that  I  have  read  I 
did  not  believe  that  to  be  the  case.  I  am  quite  anxiously  waiting  to  see 
if  there  is  some  possibility  of  that  other  than  some  misguided  counsel 
who  wrote  a  piece  of  paper  from  which  cross-examination  was  to  be 
made. 

Mr.  Dash.  Getting  back  to  Mr.  Haldeman  and  Mr.  Magruder's  meet- 
ing with  you  on  INIarch  28 

ilr.  Mitchell.  Yes,  it  was  the  same  general  discussion.  "I  may  have 
problems  with  my  perjury,  I  don't  have  any  money,  am  I  going  to  be 
deserted,  are  you  people  still  going  to  be  friends,  will  I  be  able  to  get 
counsel,"  and  this  tvpe  of  conversation. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  Mr.  Haldeman  make  any  kind  of  promises  to  Mr. 
Magruder  at  that  time,  in  your  presence  ? 

ilr.  Mitchell.  Xone  other  than  the  fact  to  help  him  as  a  friend  and 
I  think  Mr.  Haldeman  has  testified  to  that. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  did  you  ever  have  a  meeting  with  Mr.  ilagnider 
and  Mr.  Dean  after  that  meeting  with  Mr.  Haldeman  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Yes  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  AVhat  was  that  meetin<r  about  ? 

ilr.  Mitchell.  Well,  this  was  held  at  ^lagruder's  request  because 
he  again  was  concerned  about  this  periury  question  that  he  might 
have,  and  the  meeting  was  a  quick  runthrough  again  of  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  individuals  as  to  what  was  discussed  prior  to  ilr. 
Magruder's  third  appearance  before  the  grand  jury  back  in  September. 
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15.     On  March  27,  1973  the  President  met  from  11:10  a.m.  to  1:30  p.m. 
with  John  Ehrlichman  and  from  11:35  a.m.  to  1:35  p.m.  with  H.  R.  Haldeman. 
Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  at  this  meeting  the  President  directed  him 
to  contact  Attorney  General  Kleindienst.   The  President  has  stated  that 
on  March  27,  1973  he  directed  that  Kleindienst  be  told  to  report  directly 
to  the  President  anything  he  found  in  the  Watergate  area.   The  President 
has  produced  an  edited  transcript  of  this  conversation  and  a  summary  of 
that  transcript  has  been  prepared. 
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H.    R.    Haldeman 
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March  24,    197  3 
AM       11:36 

PM        12:15  2:55 


President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 
President  met  v/it'n  Haldeman 


March  25,    1973 

AM         9:35 

10:10  1:05 


President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 
President  met  with  Haldeman 


March  26,    1973 

AM  9:39 

10:15  1:00PM 


PM  1:15  3:45 


President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 
President  met  with  Haldeman 

Ziegler  11:00   -    12:15 


President  met  with  Haldeman 
Ziegler 


3:10  -     3:11 


TUT 


March  27,   1973 
AM         9:47         10:55 


PM         4:20 
6:05 


5:20 
7:10 


^5 


President  met  with  Haldeman 


President  met  with  Haldeman 

Ehrlichman 

11:10   - 

1:30 

Ziegler 

11:30  - 

11:40 

Bull 

11:45  - 

11:46  and 

1:16 

1:17 

President  met  with  Haldeman 
President  met  with  Haldemaji 
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AM  8:45  9:00 

PiM       12:45  1:45 

4:20  4:40 

7:17  7:32 

8:50  9:09 


President  met  with  Haldeman 
President  met  with  Haldeman 

Bull  1:16   -      1:17 

President  met  with  Mr.    Haldeman 
President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 
President  received  local  call  from  Haldennan 


(348) 


15. 2     MEETINGS  AND  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND  JOHN  EHRLICHMAN^ 
MARCH  27,    197 Z 


John  D.    Ehrlichman 
March  23,    1973 
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AM  11:34  11:41  President  received  long  dista.nce  call  from 

Mr.    Ehrlichman 

11:46  12:05PM        President  received  long  distance  call  from 

Mr.    Ehrlichman 


March  27,    1973 

_^^^^      11:07        11:08  President  placed  local  call  to  Mr.    Ehrlichman 

AM  11:10  1:30PM  President  met  with  Mr.    Ehrlichman 

(Mr.    Ziegler  11:30-11:40) 
(Mr.    Haldeman  11:35-1:30) 
(Mr.    BuU  11:45-11:46) 


PM  6:03  6:05  President  placed  local  call  to  Ehrlichman 

March  28,    1973 

PM  7:55  7:56  President  placed  local  call  to  Ehrlichman 

March  29,    1973  -^ 

PM  5:35  6:24  President  met  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman 

PM  2:45  4:20  President  met  with  Mr.    Ehrlichman 

(Mr.    Haldeman  2:46-4:45) 
(Mr,    Ziegler  3:01-3:30) 
(Marjorie  P.    Acker  4:05-4:06) 

6:25 6:26 President  placed  local  call  to  Ehrlichmaa 

March  30,    1973 

AM  9:07  10:18  President  met  with  Messrs.    Ehrlichman, 

Helmut  Sonnenfeldt,  George  P.  Shultz  to 
discuss  domestic  issues  &  Sec.  Shultz's 
trip  to  Western  Europe   h.  U.  S.  S.R. 

PM  12:02  12:18  President  met  with  Messrs.    Ehrlichman  and 

Ziegler 
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otiie.r  words,  he  was  not  going  to  move  against  anybody  until  he  had 
tliis  down  and  could  see  what  this  fellow  really  had  and  then  would  go 
foiwacd. 

Senator  Gut.nf.y.  Well  nov.-,  around  about  this  time  or  somewhat 
later,  and  there  are  so  many  meetings  here  that  I  have  really  forgotten 
which  occurred  when,  so  perhaps  I  am  going  to  have  to  lelv  on  vou  for 
that,  but  did  the  President  lift  the  i)hotie  up  at  any  time  and  say,  "John 
I  want  you  to  come  over  to  the  office  here  and  talk  about  Watergate, 
what  you  know  about  it.'" 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Xo,  sir,  not  until  -way  late  in  the  game.  He  lifted 
up  the  phone  one  day  and  called  me  down  and  said,  "I  am  satisfied 
that  John  Dean  is  in  this  so  deeply  that  he  simply  cannot  any  longer 
have  an}i;hing  to  do  "with  it." 

Senator  Gubxet.  That  is  when  he  transferred  the  assignment  to 
you  ? 

ifr,  Ehrljchmax.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gxtrxzt.  "WTiat  date  was  that? 

]NIr.  Ehrlichjiax.  March  30.  •    .       • 

Senator  GtjRxxt.  And  tell  us  again  'precisely  what  transpired  in 
that  phone  conversation  beyond  what  you  have  already. 

Mr.  Ehrlichiiax.  Well,  that  was  a  meeting  in  the  President's  office 
on  March  30,  and  it  was,  as  I  recall,  quite  brief.  We  had  had,  we  were 
getting  ready  t^  leave  that  same  day,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  for  Cali- 
fornia, and  he  called  me  down,  I  am  looking  for  the  time  to  help  me, 
to  recall  the  time  of  departure  here.  Yes,  we  leave  at  3  o'clock  in 
the  afternoon,  we  had  had  a  long  meeting  that  morning  with  Secre- 
tary Shultz  and  Mr.  Sonnenfeld  about  the  economy,  and  that  ran 
from  9  a.m.  to  about,  I  don't  know,  what,  10  a.m.  or  11  a^m.,  something 
of  that  kind,  a  long  session,  as  I  recall.  He  called  me  down  for  just 
about  10  minutes  at  noontime,  and  said  what  I  have  just  told  you, 
and  I  said,  "Well,  what  is  it  you  expect  me  to  do  basically"  and  he 
said,  "I  want  you  to  step  into  what  Dean  has  been  doing  here.  I  need 
to  know  about  executive  privilege,  I  need  to  know  about  attorney- 
client  privilege,  I  need  to  have  somebody  set  this  strategy  with  regard 
to  testifying  at  the  committee  and  the  grand  jury  and  these  other 
places  and  I  need  to  know  where  the  truth  lies  in  this  thing."  And 
'the  only  tipoff  that  'I  had  had  to  that  was  a  request  from  him  on  the 
27th,  I  believe  it  was,  yes,  on  the  27th. 

Senator  Gurnet.  Is  that  the  meeting  between  11  a.m.  and  1  p.m. 
with  the  President? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  believe — yes,  yes  indeed.  Tliat  was  for  the  pur- 
pose of  dictating  to  me  a  list  of  questions  that  he  wanted  put  to  the 
Attorney  General,  and  I  believe  that  telephone  call  to  the  Attorney 
General  which  actually  was  not  completed  until  the  next  day  because 
he  was  traveling,  is  in  your  file,  phone  call  with  Kleindienst  on  the 
"iStli,  and  I  then  went  down  a  handwritten  list  of  questions  that  the 
Prt-sident  had  put  to  me  about  the  pi'OgtTSS  of  the  case,  alx>ut  the 
involvement  of  John  Mitchell,  possible,  any  possible  evidence  that 
Kleindienst  might  ha\e.  any  posc^ilile  e\idence  of  anylxxly  else  being 
nivohcd  at  the  Committee  To  Re-Eloct.  any  evidence  of  an}-  '\\'l\iie 
Ifouse  staff  being  in\ohed  and  the  President  told  nieto  tell  the  Attor- 
I'.i'y  General  that  it'  he  had  any  such  evidence  or  if  he  developed  any 
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Siioli  m  idcncOttl^-it  lie  was  then  to  traiismic  it  diifcrly  to  t\\v  Pi-psident. 
not  ihroiirrh  me,  not  tlirou£rH  anybudy  i'!=e,  at  thp  Wliite  Honse  b\it 
direct  ro  tiie  I'rrsident,  and  in  that  ni'.-ssagc  I  did,  as  you  see  in  the 
traii.-K*rii't.  that  I  did  transmit  to  the  AttoiT.ey  G;*neral. 

Senator  Grt;NEv.  Do  we  have  those  ([iieitions  tiuit  lie 

yiv.  EiTKi.i'iiM  AX.  Xo.  sir,  you  do  not.  They  are  a  part  of  my  notes 
of  rhe  meeting  of  th('  ^Tth  which  are  in  the  P;ci;d:-iit"sflle. 

Senator  Gcrxey.  How  many  questions  were  tliere '. 

Mr.  Ehf.(.t''I!Man-.  Well,  tiiere  are  ahoiit  10  or  12  topii?s,  I  think, 
written  out  on  a  [nece  of  paper. 

Senator  Grp.xEY.  "Would  you  give  us  to  the  best  of  your  nH^ollectio-i 
what  Ctie  topics  were  and  what  the  questions  were '. 

Mr.  EiiRLiCH.-v[AX.  I  think  I  can  do  that  best.  Senator,  by  looking  at 
that  telephone  convei-sation  and — because  I  think  that  that  transcript 
is  quite-  faithhd  to  the  list.  I  just  went  down  tjie  list  in  talking  with 
the  Attorney  General.  I  don't  seem  to  have  that  in  my 

Senator  Guhxey.  The  telephone. 

Mr.  EHRLicniiAX.  The  telephone  call  with  ilr.  Jvleindienst  on  the 
28th.  ■      .  ^ 

Senator  GruxEY.  I  wonder  if  tlie  committee  would  hand  this  to  the 
witness,  Mr.  Ehrlichman.  That  apparently  is  it.  If  we  have  another 
copy  I  wish  I  could  have  it,  too,  but  I  thmk  it  is  better  j'ou  have  it  at 
the  moment. 

Mr.  Ehrlichjian.  We  have  a  copy  here ;  I  may  have  stuck  it  back  in 
the  file. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

Senator  Guhxey.  I  have  a  copy  here  now. 

Senator  Er\tx.  Let  the  reporter  assign  that  the  appropriate  exhibit 
number.  - 

[The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  No.  99.*] 

iSlr.  Ehrlichman.  Actually  the  first  sentence,  as  i  recall,  is  only 
partly  on,  this  transcript  and  it  said,  "There  are  a  number  of  thijigs 
the  President  wanted  me  to  cover  with  30U,"  and  only  the  latter  half 
of  that  sentence  is  in  the  transcript. 

Senator  Gcuney.  If  we  could,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  this  is  very  impor- 
tant, but  if  you  could  summarize  these  as  briefly  as  you  can  it  will  help 
cut  the  committee  because  I  think  my  own  time  is  running  out  here. 

Mr.  Ehrlichjian.  You  will  see  in  the  fourth  paragraph  I  said. 
"No.  1,  he  wanted  me  to  ask  you  these  two  things  that  I  did  yesterday 
about  the  grtind  jury  and  about  Baker,"  meaning  Senator  Baker,  and 
then  we  go  into  an  inquiry  about  some  statements  that  Senator  Weicker 
had  made  to  the  })ress  which  the  President  had  asked  Pat  Gmy  tocheck 
into.  Then,  and  the  President  wanted  a  rejxjit  on  wliether  Senator 
Weiclcer  had  any  e^■idence  or  not  to  sui->{X)rt  these  assertions. 

Senator  Gurxey.  I  think  perhaps  you  had  better  explain  a  little 
more  about  Senator  Baker  who  is  not  here  so  we  can  know  that  t'.iere 
is  no- — — 

Afr.  Ehr£  i(-n:MAX.  Well,  the  Prt\Vident  had  desitrnared  .lohp.  Dean  as 
the  ^Vhice  Mouse  contact  on  '\\'atorgati\  or  the  "Whiro  lIous*»  leadnvm 
on  A\';itergare,  as  I  say  in  Fe'uiiary.  lb'  had  als  1  d.osiguatcd  tti^^  Attor- 
ney (it>neral  :\s  th-,-  ailmin'.>rrati(>n  contari  t<<  the  ooinniirree,  and  iiad 

•Sp»^   p.    2044. 
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.1  nnoiiiucnient  of  JnlenUoit  I'o  Nominute 
Harry  ].  IloHun  To  Bn  Asiociute  Uireclnr  lor 
Fnlicy  and  PrDHrnm  Deielolimenl. 
August 'J I,  I U73 

The  Prt-sident  today  announced  hii  intention  to  nomi- 
nate Harry  J.  Hogan,  of  Bcthesda,  Md.,  to  be  Associate 
Director  of  ACTION  for  Policy  and  Program  Develop- 
ment. He  will  succeed  Charles  \V.  Enin,  v.ho  resigned  ef- 
fective September  4,  1973. 

Since  1972,  Mr.  Hogan  has  been  director  of  govern- 
ment relations  for  Catholic  University,  in  Washington, 
D.C.  Krom  1971  to  1972,  he  was  engaged  in  the  private 
practice  of  law,  served  as  a  consultant  on  educational  and 
environmental  matters,  and  was  profes-sor  of  law  at  Dela- 
ware Law  School,  in  Wilmington,  Del.  From  1969  to 
l'.i71,  he  was  counsel  of  the  House  Special  Subcommittee 
on  Education. 


Ur  w;u  burn  i,:i  M.-.y  2,  l')l  I,  ir^  >,>w;>rk.  X.J.  ;.(r. 
l!();;.-in  \v.is  ;;raduated  magna  lum  laudr.  from  I'rinr  etnn 
Univei-sity,  received  his  LL.H.  from  Columbi.i  lyj^^ 
Schriol,  and  received  his  Ph.  D.  in  .'Vmerican  Historv  from 
George  \V;ishington  University.  He  served  in  the  U.S. 
Navy  during  World  \Var  fl,  at'.aining  the  rank  of 
commander. 

From  1947  to  1952,  Mr.  Hogan  was  on  the  legal  staff 
of  the  Tennessee  Valley  .\uthority,  the  Bureau  of  Lund 
Management,  and  the  Bureau  of  Indian  -Affairs.  From 
1952  to  1961,  he  w.is  engaged  in  the  private  practice  of 
law  in  The  Dalles,  Oreg.,  where  he  w  as  twice  elected  Dis- 
trict .Vttorney  (1956  and  1960).  From  1961  to  1368,  Mr. 
Hogan  served  as  general  coup^el  of  the  Bonneville  Power 
Administration,  in  Portland,  Oreg. ,  as  Associate  Solicitor 
for  Water  and  Power  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
and  as  Legislative  Counsel  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior. 

Mr.  Hogan  is  married  and  has  three  daughters.  The 
Hogans  reside  in  Bethcsda,  Md. 

note;  The  announcement  was  released  i.n  San  Clemenle,  Calif. 
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THE  PRESIDENT'S  NEWS  CONFERENCE  OF 
AUGUST  22,  1973 


Held  at  the  Western  While  House 

Secret.sry  of  State 

The  President.  Ladies  and  gentlemen,  I  have  an  announcement  before 
going  to  your  questions. 

It  is  with  the  deep  sense  of  not  only  official  regret,  but  personal 
regret,  that  I  announce  the  resignation  of  Secretary  of  State  William 
Rogers,  effective  September  3.  A  letter,  which  will  be  released  to  the 
press  after  this  conference,  will  indicate  my  appraisal  of  his  work  as 
Secretary  of  State.' 

I  will  simply  say  at  this  time  that  he  wanted  to  leave  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  first  4  years.  He  agreed  to  stay  on  because  we  had  some 
enormously  important  problems  coming  up,  including  the  negotiations 
which  icsulted  in  the  end  of  the  war  in  Vietnam,  the  Soviet  summit,  the 
F-uropean  Security  Conference,  as  well  as  in  other  areas — Latin  America 
and  in  Asia — where  the  Secretaiy  of  State,  as  you  know,  has  been  o,uite 
busy  over  these  past  8  mtinths. 

./Vs  he  returns  to  private  life,  we  \\ill  not  otily  miss  him,  in  terms  of 
his  official  scr\icc,  but  I  shall  particularly  miss  him  because  of  his  having 
bicii,  through  the  ycais,  a  vcr)-  clo.se  per.sonal  fiicnd  and  ndvi.>or. 

That  personal  friendship  and  acKice,  Iiowi-vcr,  f  liojie  still  to  have 
the  benefit  of,  anil  I  kiicnv  that  1  will. 


'  Vor  iin  esihanwr  of  K-tteis  h--\\\ 

S'-(;    |i:i".r    !')2'>   of    tllis  issu;*. 

Volum?    9 


M  tlh;  l'ii-<lrr-at  and  Srcretacv  of  St.iti-  Uo;e!5. 


(352) 


IS. 4     PRESIDENT  NIXON  NEWS  CONFERENCE,   AUGUST  22,    1973, 
9  PRESIDENTIAL  DOCUMENTS     i026,    1019 

P.^SSIOENIUl    DOCUMENIS      RICHAKO    NiXON,    1973 


I  !ic  l'i<i;sios.\T.  1  li'iii'i  licl'.cve,  fuM.  ic  •.vomIJ  suti^fy 
thn  public  mind,  and  it  should  not.  Tlie  seiond  point  is 
lli.it  as  Mr.  Wright,  who  argued  the  t.Lsc,  I  understand 
very  well,  before  JikI^o  Silica  this  morning,  has  indicated, 
to  have  the  tapes  listened  to — he  indicated  this  also  in 
his  brief — cither  by  a  prosecutor  or  by  a  judge  or  in 
rutiwra,  or  in  any  way,  would  violate  the  principle  of  con- 
fidentiality, and  I  believe  he  is  correct.  That  is  why  we 
arc  standing  firm  on  the  proposition  that  we  will  not  agree 
to  the  Senate  committee's  desire  to  have,  for  example,  its 
chief  investigator  listen  to  the  tapes,  or  the  Special  Prose- 
cutors  desire  to  liear  the  tapes,  and  also  why  we  will  op- 
pose, as  Mr.  Wright  did  in  his  argument  this  morning, 
any  compromise  of  the  principle  of  confidentiality. 

Let  me  explain  very  carefully  that  the  principle  of 
confidentiality  either  exists  or  it  does  not  exist.  Once  it 
is  compromised,  once  it  is  known  that  a  conversation  that 
is  held  with  the  President  can  be  subject  to  a  subpoena  by 
a  Senate  committee,  by  a  grand  jury,  by  a  prosecutor,  and 
be  listened  to  by  anyone,  the  principle  of  confidentiality 
is  thereby  irreparably  damaged.  Incidentally,  let  me  say 
that  now  that  tapes  are  no  longer  being  made,  I  suppose 
it  could  be  argued  that,  what  difference  does  it  make  now, 
now  that  these  tapes  are  also  in  the  past.  What  is  involved 
here  is  not  only  the  tapes;  what  is  involved,  as  you  ladies 
and  gentlemen  well  know,  is  the  request  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate  committee  and  the  Special  Prosecutor,  as  well, 
that  we  turn  over  Presidential  papers,  in  other  words,  the 
records  of  conversations  with  the  President  made  by  his 
associates.  Those  papers,  and  the  tapes  as  well,  cannot  be 
turned  over  without  breaching  the  principle  of  confiden- 
tiality. It  was  President  Truman  that  made  that  argument 
very  effectively  in  his  letter  to  a  Senate  committee,  or  his 
response  to  a  Congressional  com.mittee,  a  House  com- 
mittee it  was,  in  1953,  when  they  asked  him  to  turn  over 
his  papers.  So  whether  it  is  a  paper  or  whether  it  is  a  tape, 
what  we  have  to  bear  in  mind  is  that  for  a  President  to 
conduct  the  affairs  of  this  office  and  conduct  them  effec- 
tively, he  must  be  able  to  do  so  with  the  principle  of  con- 
fidentiality intact.  Othenvise,  the  individuals  who  come 
to  talk  to  him,  whether  it  is  his  advisers,  or  whether  it  is 
a  visitor  in  the  domestic  field,  or  whether  it  is  someone  in 
a  foreign  field,  will  always  be  speaking  in  a  eunurh-likc 
way,  rather  than  laying  it  on  the  line  as  it  has  to  be  laid 
on  the  line  if  you  are  going  to  have  the  creative  kind  of 
discussion  that  we  have  often  had,  and  it  has  been  respon- 
sible for  some  of  our  successes  in  the  foreign  policy  period, 
particularly  in  the  past  few  years. 

O-  Mr.  President,  could  \ou  tell  us  \\!io  \ou  personally 
I. liked  to  in  directing  that  investigations  be  made  both,  in 
ji.ric  of  '72,  shortly  after  the  Watergate  incident,  and  hist 
March  21,  when  you  got  new  evidence  and  ordered  a 
niori-  intensive  investigation? 

Vi'.y.  Pki:si:3v:.nt.  C^ert.iinly.  In  .(nne.  1,  of  roursc. 
i,ilk-d  to  Mr.  M.uCJrCs'or  first  of  all,  uh'i  w.i->  the  new 
(h.iii.'u.ni  of  the  coriiitiiiitr.  lie  told  nic  that  lie  w<julil 
iju  liK  I  .1  ttiorongh  iiiM-stigation  as  far  as  his  entire  coiii- 


r:;ic!ce  st.'.i';,  wa;  ronti'rn.cd.  \(ip. ircn'ly  that  ;:r.i-s'.i:;;;tion 
was  very  effective  e.\ccpt  for  Mr.  Magrudrr,  who  stayed 
on.  But  Mr.  MacOregor  does  not  have  to  assume  respon- 
sibility for  that.  I  say  not  responsibility  for  it  because  ba- 
sically what  happened  there  was  that  he  believed  Mr. 
.\tagruder,  and  many  others  have  belie\ed  him,  loo.  He 
proved,  however,  to  be  w  rong. 

In  the  White  House,  the  investigation's  responsibility 
was  given  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman  at  the  highest  level,  and  in 
turn  he  delegated  them  to  Mr.  Dean,  the  White  House 
Counsel,  something  of  which  I  was  aware,  and  of  which 
I  approved. 

Mr.  Dean,  as  White  House  Counsel,  therefore  sat  in 
on  the  FBI  interrogations  of  the  members  of  the  White 
House  Staff  because  what  I  wanted  to  know  was  whether 
any  member  of  the  White  House  Staff  was  in  any  way  in- 
volved. If  he  was  involved,  he  would  be  fired.  .'Vnd  when 
we  met  on  September  15,  and  again  throughout  our  dis- 
cussions in  the  month  of  March,  Mr.  Dean  insisted  that 
there  was  not — and  I  use  his  words — "a  scintilla  of  evi- 
dence" indicating  that  anyone  on  the  White  House  St.aff 
was  involved  in  the  planning  of  the  \Vatergate  break-in. 

Now,  in  terms  of  after  March  21,  Mr.  Dean  first  was 
given  the  responsibility  tc  write  his  own  report,  hut  I  did 
not  rest  it  there.  I  also  had  a  contact  made  with  the  Attor- 
ney General  himself,  Attorney  General  Klcindienst,  told 
him — it  was  on  the  27th  of  March — to  report  to  me  di- 
rectly anything  that  he  found  in  this  particular  area,  and  I 
gave  the  responsibility  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman  on  the  29lh  of 
March  to  continue  the  investigation  that  Mr.  Dean  was 
unable  to  conclude,  having  spent  a  week  at  Camp  David 
and  unable  to  finish  the  report. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman  questioned  a  number  of  people  in  that 
period  at  my  direction,  including  Mr.  Mitchell,  and  I 
should  also  point  out  that  as  far  as  my  own  activities  were 
concerned.  I  was  not  leaving  it  just  to  them.  I  met  at  great 
length  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  Mr.  Haldeman,  Mr.  Dean 
and  Mr.  Mitchell  on  the  22d.  I  discussed  the  whole  matter 
with  them.  I  kept  pressing  for  the  view  that  I  had  had 
throughout,  that  we  must  get  this  story  out,  get  the  truth 
out,  whatever  and  whoever  it  is  going  to  hurt,  and  it  was 
there  that  Mr.  Mitchell  suggested  that  all  the  individuals 
involved  in  the  \Vhite  House  appear  in  an  executive  ses- 
sion before  the  Ervin  committee.  We  ne\er  got  that  far, 
but  at  least  that  is  an  indication  of  the  extent  of  my  own 
investigation. 

Q.  Mr.  President,  you  have  said  repeatedly  that  you 
tried  to  get  nil  the  facts,  and  just  now  you  mentioned  the 
March  22  meeting.  Yet  former  .\ttomev  General  John 
Mitchell  said  that  if  you  h.id  ever  asked  him  at  any  time 
about  the  Watergate  matter,  he  would  have  toUl  you  the 
whole  story,  chapter  and  wi-se.  Was  Mr.  Mitchell  not 
speaking  the  truth  whon  he  said  that  b',-fii:e  the 
1  oniinittcc? 

Tmk  Pi-K-sini:NT.  Now.  Mr.  I.i.-.igor.  I  .'ini  v.oi  goin-;  to 
(.|i;e^;iun  .\li.  Mitclioll's  veracilv,  .rid  1  will  oiiK  -ay  that 
ihron.;h<nit  I  h.id  conridenrf  in  .\[r.  .Mitihell.  Mr.  ^[itch- 
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SUMMARY  OF  WHITE  HOUSE  EDITED  TRANSCRIPT 
MARCH  27.  1973.  11:10  A.M.  TO  1:30  P.M. 

On  March  27,  1973,  the  President  met  in  his  EOB  office 
with  Haldeman,  Ehrlichman  and  Ziegler  between  11:10  a.m.  and  1:30  p.m. 
The  meeting  opened  with  a  brief  discussion  of  creation  of  a  "Watergate 
Commission."   (pp.  1-2)   The  President  then  discussed  with  Ziegler  and 
Ehrlichman  possible  responses  to  press  inquiries  concerning  whether 
John  Dean  would  testify  before  a  grand  jury.   (pp.  2  ff.)   In  the 
middle  of  this  discussion  there  is  a  notation  "Material  unrelated  to 
Presidential  action  deleted."   (p.  4)   The  President  instructed  Ziegler, 
should  an  inquiry  be  made,  to  "stall  them  off  today"  by  stating  that 
"that  is  not  before  us  at  this  time"  but  that  "there  will  be  complete 
cooperation  consistent  with  the  responsibilities  that  everybody  has  on 
the  separation  of  powers"  and  consistent  with  Mr.  Dean's  responsibility 
as  Counsel.   (p.  6)   The  President  told  Ziegler  to  refer  to  Dean  as 
Counsel  to  the  White  House  rather  than  Counsel  to  the  President.   (p.  4) 
The  discussion  of  this  topic  concludes  with  the  notation  "Material  un- 
related to  Presidential  actions  deleted."   (p.  7) 

Ehrlichman  told  the  President  that  he  would  soon  be  given 
names  of  possible  nominees  for  the  position  of  Director  of  the  FBI. 
Ehrlichman  said,  "I  hope  you  will  look  into  that  guy  that  (unintelligible) 
mentioned."  The  President  responded  that  "A  judge  with  a  prosecuting 
background  might  be  a  hell  of  a  good  thing."  The  President  indicated 
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that  a  new  nomination  should  be  announced  at  the  same  time  as  with- 
drawal of  Gray's  nomination  is  announced,  and  he  hoped  this  would  take 
place  the  following  week.   (p.  7) 

The  President  and  Ehrlichman  discussed  getting  Attorney 
General  Kleindienst  "out  front."  The  President  at  one  point  apparently 
misinterpreted  a  statement  by  Ehrlichman  to  mean  "get  him  [Kleindienst] 
out  of  the  office"  [of  Attorney  General] ,  and  said  "I  am  afraid  its 
(unintelligible)  of  canning  him  right  away."   (p.  8) 

Haldeman  said  all  he  had  was  Dean's  report  and  that  "I  did 
not  talk  to  Mitchell,  because  this  thing  changed  what  you  might  want 
from  Mitchell."  Haldeman  said  that  Paul  O'Brien  thought  "Mitchell  could 
cut  this  whole  thing  off,  if  he  would  just  step  forward  and  cut  it  off"; 
that  O'Brien  said  "The  fact  of  the  matter  is  as  far  as  [O'Brien]  could 
determine,  Mitchell  did  sign  off  on  the  Liddy  Plan;  according  to  O'Brien, 
"if  that's  what  it  is,  the  empire  will  crack."  Haldeman  said  Dean  also 
believed  Mitchell  did  sign  off,  but  that  neither  O'Brien  nor  Dean  was 
able  to  prove  that.   (p.  9) 

According  to  Haldeman,  Magruder  told  O'Brien  that  the  Liddy 
plan  was  put  together  "by  the  White  House,  by  Haldeman,  Dean  and 
others."  Haldeman  said  he  did  have  a  discussion  with  Mitchell  about 
the  need  for  intelligence  activity,  but  that  this  was  before  Liddy  was 
hired  by  the  Committee.   (p.  10)  Haldeman  related  that  O'Brien  said  Liddy, 
after  having  joined  CRP,  developed  two  intelligence  plans  that  had 
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been  rejected  or  "didn't  get  bought,"  but  that  later  Colson  told 
Magruder  to  "at  least  listen"  to  the  plans,  and  that  Strachan  called 
Magruder  and  said  Haldeman  told  him  to  get  this  going,  "[t]he 
President  wants  it  done  and  there  is  to  be  no  more  arguing  about  it." 
Haldeman  said  Magruder  told  Mitchell  that  Strachan  "had  told  him  to 
get  it  going  on  Haldeman 's  orders  on  the  President's  orders"  to 
which  Mitchell  allegedly  responded  "OK,  if  they  say  do  it,  go  ahead," 
referring  to  the  Liddy  program  including  the  bugging,  (pp.  10-11) 
Haldeman  then  said  Magruder  said  that  at  some  later  point  Mitchell  read 
the  riot  act  to  Liddy  "on  the  poor  quality  of  (unintelligible)." 

Haldeman  mentioned  Dean's  theory  that  Mitchell  and  Magruder 
realized  "that  they  now  have  their  ass  in  this  thing,  and  .  .  .  are 
trying  to  untangle  it,"  not  necessarily  "working  together  again." 
Haldeman  said  Dean  believed  that  "In  the  process  of  that  they  are  mixing 
apples  and  oranges  for  their  own  protection"  and  "remembering  various 
things  in  connection  with  others,  like  Liddy  and  Hunt."  At  this  point 
the  transcript  notes  "Material  not  related  to  Presidential  actions 
deleted."   (p.  12) 

Haldeman  then  said  that  Dean  said  Magruder  did  not  realize 
how  little  Dean  told  Liddy  and  that  Dean  "never  got  into  any  setting 
up  an  elaborate  intelligence  apparatus."  Haldeman  reiterated  what 
Dean  said  occurred  at  the  two  Liddy  plan  meetings  in  Mitchell's  office. 
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and  then  told  the  President  that  after  the  second  meeting  Dean  told 
Haldeman  "that  he  had  just  seen  this  wrap-up  on  it,  and  that  it  was 
impossible,"  that  "they  shouldn't  be  doing  it,"  and  that  "we 
shouldn't  be  involved  in  it  and  we  ought  to  drop  the  whole  thing." 
(pp.  13-14)  Dean  further  had  told  Haldeman  Dean  thought  "'they 
had  turned  it  off  and  in  any  event  I  wanted  to  stay  ten  miles  away 
from  it,  and  did.'"  After  that,  Haldeman  said  Dean  told  him,  the 
problem  from  early  January  was  that  Liddy  "was  never  really  given  any 
guidance"  from  Mitchell  or  Magruder.   (p.  14) 

Haldeman  told  the  President  that  "O'Brien  says  that  Magruder 's 
objective  in  holding  at  the  moment  is  a  meeting  with  Mitchell  and  me" 
and  that  "what  he  has  told  the  lawyers,  that  will  be  a  shot  across  the 
bough  [sic]  and  tear  down  the  meeting  place."  According  to  Haldeman, 
"O'Brien  doesn't  really  believe  Jeb,  but  he's  not  sure."   (p.  15) 
The  President  asked  whether  O'Brien  and  Parkinson  were  involved  in 
the  Watergate  matter  and  Haldeman  responded  that  they  were  involved 
in  post- June  17  activities. 

Haldeman  told  the  President  that  Hunt  was  at  the  grand  jury 
that  day  and  "we  don't  know  how  far  he  is  going  to  go."   (p.  16) 
Haldeman  said,  referring  to  Hunt,  "The  danger  area  for  him  is  on  the  money, 
that  he  was  given  money."  Haldeman  stated  to  the  President  that  Hunt  was 
not  as  desperate  today  as  he  was  yesterday,  but  that  he  was  still  on  the 
brink  or  at  least  shaky.  Haldeman  said  the  reason  Hunt  was  shaky  was 
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that  McCord  had  talked  and  probably  would  walk  out  scot  free.   The 
President  said  "Scot  free  and  a  hero,"  and  Haldeman  said  "And  he 
[Hunt]  doesn't  like  that.  He  figures  here's  my  turn.   And  that  he  may 
go  —  ."  The  President  responded,  "That's  the  way  I  would  think  all 
of  them  would  feel."  However,  O'Brien  felt,  according  to  Haldeman, 
that  Hunt  would  not  seek  "to  get  people"  but  would  gradually  "do  what 
he  had  to  do"  to  "take  care  of  himself"  and  get  himself  into  the  same 
position  as  McCord.  Haldeman  said,  "He  feels,  in  summary,  that  on 
both  Hunt  and  Magruder  questions  we're  not  really  in  the  crunch  that  we 
were  last  night"  and  "he  is  not  as  concerned  as  he  was  when  he  talked 
with  you  last  night."   (p.  17) 

Haldeman  (apparently  passing  on  Dean's  view)  said  Judge  Sirica 
probably  would  grant  immunity  to  Liddy,  and  that  Liddy's  "intention,  as 
of  now  at  least,  is  to  refuse  to  talk"  despite  immunity,  so  he  would  be 
in  contempt.   The  President  said,  "I  will  almost  bet  that  is  what  Liddy 
will  do."  (pp.  17-18) 

The  President  and  Ehrlichman  stated  that  they  believed  that 
Dean  had  no  prior  knowledge  of  the  break- in.   (pp.  18-19)   The  President 
also  stated  that  he  knew  "most  everybody  except  Bob,  and  perhaps  you, 
think  Colson  knew  all  about  it,"  but  indicated  he  did  not  think  that 
Colson  knew  about  the  intelligence  plan.   The  President  said  Colson  was 
"always  coming  to  me  with  ideas"  but  didn't  mention  it,  although  "I 
think  he  would  have  said,  'Look  we've  gotten  some  information.'"  "But," 
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the  President  said,  "I  was  talking  to  Colson,  remember  exlusively 
about  ~  and  maybe  that  was  the  point  —  exclusively  about  issues." 
(p.  19)  The  President  said  "as  a  matter  of  fact  I  didn't  even  know  — 
I  didn't  know  frankly  that  the  Ellsberg  thing,  etc.  —  electronically 
thing  —  you  know  what  I  mean?"  The  President,  after  an  "unintelligible" 
remark  by  Ehrlichman,  went  on  to  say  "And  I  guess  you  deliberately 
didn't  want  me  —  ",  to  which  Ehrlichman  responded  "Well,  sir,  I 
didn't  know  .  .  .  what  this  crowd  were  up  to  until  afterwards."  The 
President  said  "Right."   (p.  20) 

The  President  said  that 

Well,  the  thing  is  too,  that  I  know  they  talk 
about  this  business  of  Magruder's,  saying  that 
Haldeman  had  ordered,  the  President  had  ordered, 
etc.,  of  all  people  who  was  surprised  on  the  17th 
of  June  ~  I  was  in  Florida  ~  was  me.  .  .  .   And 
I  read  the  paper.   What  in  the  name  of  (expletive 
removed)  is  this?  I  just  couldn't  believe  it. 
So  you  know  what  I  mean  ~  I  believe  in  playing 
politics  hard,  but  I  am  also  smart.   What  I  can't 
understand  is  how  Mitchell  would  ever  approve, 
(p.  21) 

The  President  said  that  Mitchell  and  Liddy  could  both  be 
telling  the  truth,  because  although  Mitchell  could  say  he  never  approved 
the  plan,  Liddy  just  assumed  he  had  abstract  approval.   (p.  23)   The 
President  said 

You've  got  to  figure  the  lines  of  defenses  that 
everybody's  going  to  take  here.   That's  Mitchell's. 
Right?  What's  Haldeman 's  line  of  defense?  Haldeman 's 


-6- 

(359) 


15.5     HOUSE  JUDICIARY  COMMITTEE  STAFF  SUMMARY  OF  WHITE  HOUSE  EDITED 
TRANSCRIPT^   MARCH  27,    1973  CONVERSATION 


line  of  defense,  "I  never  approved  anything  of 
the  sort.   I  just"  —  you  know  that  —  What's 
Ehrlichman's?  There  is  no  doubt  he  knows 
nothing  about  it.    (pp.  23-24) 


After  a  brief  discussion  of  earlier  wiretapping  involving 
Ehrlichman,  which  the  President  suggested  "You  would  say  it  was 
ordered  on  a  national  security  basis,"  Ehrlichman  said: 


Let  me  go  back  and  pick  up  this  business  about 
taps.   I  think  —  I  have  done  some  checking  and 
I  x\7ant  you  to  get  the  feel  for  what  I  would  say 
if  this  Hunt  thing  slopped  over  on  me.   (p.  24) 


The  President  responded  that  "Incidentally,  my  view  is  —  I  don't  know 
Hunt  —  I  don't  think  Hunt  will  do  that."  Ehrlichman  said  he  did  not 
think  so  either,  and  the  President  said,  "You  don't  think  he  is  going 
to  have  to  take  a  fall  for  (unintelligible)  any  burglary?  If  he  does 
.  .  .  .  "  Ehrlichman  then  outlined  his  proposed  "line  of  response,"  that 
from  the  time  he  [Ehrlichman]  was  Counsel  to  the  President  "we  were  very 
concerned"  over  national  security  leaks;  that  there  had  been  three 
serious  national  security  breaches:   Szulc,  the  Pentagon  Papers  and 
the  Pakistan- India  incidents;  that  Hunt  became  involved  because 
at  the  time  of  the  Pentagon  Papers  "we"  had  concerns  about  the  relation- 
ship of  that  leak  to  other  leaks.   (pp.  24-25)   Ehrlichman  told  the 
President  that  "we  moved  very  vigorously  on  the  whole  cast  of  characters 
in  the  Pentagon  Papers  thing"  and  that  "some  of  our  findings  have  never 
come  out."   (p.  25)   Ehrlichman  told  the  President  that  it  was  not  until 
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after  the  Los  Angeles  operation  occurred  that  he  found  out  about  the 
entry  into  Ellsberg's  psychiatrist's  office.   Ehrlichman  informed  the 
President  that  a  request  was  made  for  a  second  entry,  but  he  denied 
the  request.   (p.  26) 

Ehrlichman  said  that  Krogh  admitted  to  having  authorized  the 
Ellsberg  burglary  and  if  asked  was  willing  to  say  so  and  to  resign 
from  the  Department  of  Transportation  and  get  out  of  town.   The  Presi- 
dent asked,  "Should  he  [resign]?,"  and  Ehrlichman  said 

I  don't  think  he  will  have  to.  Number  one,  I  don't 
think  Hunt  will  strike  him.  If  he  did,  I  would  put 
the  national  security  tent  over  this  whole  operation. 

The  President  said  "I  sure  would."   (p.  26) 

Ehrlichman  then  said  he  would  say  a  lot  of  things  went  on  in 
the  national  interest  that  involved  taps,  entry,  interrogation,  and  a 
lot  of  things,  "and  I  don't  propose  to  open  that  up  to  (unintelligible) 
just  hard  line  it."  The  President  said  "I  think  that  is  what  you  have 
to  do  there."   (pp.  26-27) 

Haldeman  then  returned  to  the  subject  of  Dean's  idea  of  estab- 
lishing a  Commission  —  a  "super  panel"  —  that  would  possess  complete  in- 
vestigative and  judicial  responsibility  over  the  entire  Watergate  affair, 
(pp.  27-28)  Haldeman  told  the  President  that  Dean  saw  two  major  advantages 
to  the  Commission.   The  first  was  that  the  Commission  would  take  a  long 
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time  to  get  set  up  and  it  would  not  complete  its  hearings  and  make 
its  findings  before  the  '74  election.   The  second  advantage,  Haldeman 
said,  was  that  the  President  would  maintain  "the  ultimate  stroke"  of 
being  able  to  pardon  anybody  on  January  19 ,  "so  the  potential  ultimate 
penalty  .  .  .  could  be  about  two  years."   (pp.  30-31)   Haldeman  said 
that  Dean  also  thought  that  the  President  should  meet  alone  with  Mitchell 
to  find  out  "Mitchell's  true  perception  of  what  did  happen."  The  Presi- 
dent asked  "What  do  we  do  if  Mitchell  were  to  admit,  'Yes,  I  did  it,'" 
and  Haldeman  said  "It's  greater  knowledge  than  we  possess  right  now  — 
if  he  would  only  confess."   (p.  32)  Haldeman  said  that  "I  didn't  call 
Mitchell  because  I  need  (unintelligible)  but  we  should  go  ahead  with 
Magruder,  I  think,"  and  the  President  agreed.   (p.  33)   The  President 
said 


I  have  not  really  had  from  Mitchell  but  I  have  had 
from  Haldeman,  I  have  had  from  Ehrlichman,  I  have 
had  from  Colson  cold,  flat  denials.   I  have  asked 
each  of  you  to  tell  me,  and  also  Dean.   Now  the 
President,  therefore,  has  not  lied  on  this  thing.   I 
don't  think  that  yet  has  been  charged.   Liability  has 
been  charged,  but  they  haven't  charged  the  President 
with  any  offense.   They  are  (unintelligible)  in  trying 
to  protect  his  people  who  are  lying.   But  1  don't  — 
doesn't  anybody  suggest  that  I  (unintelligible)  this 
whole  damn  thing?   (p.  34) 


Haldeman  then  said  that  "As  of  now  it  is  all  saying  that  you  are  being 
ill-served  by  (unintelligible)."  "By  my  people,"  the  President  said, 
"But  I  don't  know  about  Mitchell.   I  never  asked  hia."  The  President 
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indicated  he  would  "get  Mitchell  down."   (p.  34) 

A  discussion  of  Magruder's  going  "public"  with  what  he  knew 
followed,  the  President  saying  at  first  that  it  would  "ruin"  Magruder 
if  he  did  that.   (p.  35)  The  President  asked  how  perjury  by  Magruder 
could  be  proved,  asking  whether  Hunt  might  testify  to  it,  and  Haldeman 
said  Magruder  "knows  he  did  perjure  himself"  and  hence  was  worried 
someone  might  prove  it.  Haldeman  said  Barker  was  more  likely  to  be  able 
to  do  so  because  Barker  worked  for  Magruder.   (p.  36)  Haldeman  said 
that  Barker  said  he  couldn't  remember  who  he  delivered  the  tap  reports 
to.  At  this  point  the  transcript  notes  "Material  unrelated  to  Presi- 
dential actions  deleted."   (pp.  37-39) 

In  discussing  options  available  to  Mitchell,  the  President 
said  that  Mitchell  would  probably  say  that  he  may  have  been  responsible 
but  that  he  did  not  realize  what  they  were  up  to,  and  that  Mitchell 
would  never  admit  to  perjury.   The  President  asked  Haldeman  to  call 
Mitchell  and  ask  him  to  come  to  Washington  to  meet  with  Magruder,  Haldeman 
and  the  President.   (pp.  37-40) 

The  President  asked,  concerning  Magruder's  possible  testimony, 
"what  stroke  have  you  got  with  Magruder?   I  guess  we've  got  none."  After 
some  discussion  Haldeman  said  he  would  advise  Magruder  to  seek  immunity 
and  testify  that  he  had  lied  earlier,  suggesting  Magruder  would  say 
"Nobody  asked  me  to  do  it."   (pp.  40-43) 
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There  was  further  discussion  of  establishing  a  Commission 
to  consider  the  Watergate  matter,  and  of  the  possible  composition  of 
such  a  Connnission.   (pp.  44-48)  Haldeman  said  that  he  would  arrange 
to  meet  with  Bill  Rogers  to  discuss  it.   (p.  48) 

Ehrlichman  said  he  was  going  to  meet  with  Kleindienst,  and 
the  President  told  Ehrlichman  that  the  only  thing  to  tell  Kleindienst 
was  that  "we  are  going  to  have  to  break  with  Gray  who  is  killing  us" 
and  to  find  out  from  Kleindienst  what  Gray  was  going  to  do.   (p.  48) 

Haldeman  told  the  President  that  Senator  Weicker  had  made 
a  statement  that  day  in  which  he  said  he  had  absolute  proof  that  it 
went  to  the  White  House  staff,  but  that  he  would  not  name  names  until 
he  got  his  evidence  in  hand.  There  was  discussion  of  who  Weicker  might 
be  obtaining  information  from,  in  which  Magruder,  Porter,  McCord,  Gray 
and  Colson  were  mentioned  as  possibilities.   (pp.  49-51)   The  President 
asked  Ehrlichman  to  talk  to  Pat  Gray  to  ask  him  what  Weicker  was  up  to. 

(p.  51)   The  President  said  that  Ehrlichman  should  ask  Gray  to  ask 
Weicker  what  his  information  is.  As  Director  of  the  FBI,  the  President 

said.  Gray  is  supposed  to  get  all  the  information  he  can  now,  and  if 

there  is  anybody,  the  President  wants  the  information. 

The  President  said  that  members  of  the  White  House  staff  who 
are  indicted,  etc.  would  have  to  take  a  leave  of  absence,  but  that 
"they  have  to  mention  cutting  off  at  the  pass  some  place  here."   (p.  52) 
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Haldeman  said  to  the  President  that  once  it  was  established  that  he 
was  following  that  route,  "if  they  were  smart  they  would  just  start 
naming  everybody  just  so  you'd  have  no  choice."  The  President  replied 
that  there  was  no  way  except  that.   Ehrlichman  said  that,  number  one, 
was  to  insulate  the  President;  to  make  him  appear  "to  be  ahead  of  the 
power  curve"  and  also  to  have  some  symbolic  act  of  absolution  after  the 
thing  is  over,  so  that  the  President  could  take  them  all  back  on  (after 
they  had  been  absolved  of  wrongdoing).   (pp.  52-53) 

At  this  point  in  the  meeting  Haldeman  received  a  telephone 
call  from  Mitchell,  who  reported  that  Magruder  was  with  him.   The  Presi- 
dent asked  Haldeman  to  call  Mitchell  back  that  afternoon  to  get  a 
report  on  his  conversation  with  Magruder. 

Ehrlichman  told  the  President  that  Gray  would  see  Weicker, 
and  the  President  said  that  he  was  anxious  to  get  his  report.   (pp.  55-56) 

Ehrlichman  said  that  the  most  important  thing  was  that  the 
President  "keep  the  momentum  of  the  business  going,"   and  the  President 
agreed.   (p.  57)   The  President  then  said  that  the  "long  seance  with 
Mitchell  tomorrow  is  going  to  be  very  difficult,"  but  he  would  get  it 
done.  After  the  President  commented  that  he  felt  pretty  well,  there  is 
a  notation  of  material  unrelated  to  presidential  actions  deleted.   (p.  57) 

Haldeman  told  the  President  that  Mitchell  was  distressed  that 
Kleindienst  wasn't  "stepping  up  to  his  job"  as  the  contact  with  the 
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Senate  Select  Conunittee,  "getting  Baker  programmed  and  all  that." 
(p.  58)   Haldeman  said  Mitchell  also  blamed  Kleindlenst  for  the 
fact  that  Dean  "is  not  getting  information  from  Silbert  on  those  things 
said  at  the  grand  jury."  Haldeman  said  "Mitchell  finds  that  absolutely 
incompetent,  and  says  it  was  Kleindienst's  reponsibility ."   (p.  58) 
The  President  told  Ehrlichman  to  tell  Kleindienst  that  "you're  not 
asking  nor  in  effect  is  the  White  House  asking;"  that  Mitchell  said 
that  Ehrlichman  had  to  "have  this  information  from  the  grand  jury  at 
this  time  and  that  'you  owe  it  to  him.'"   (p.  58)   The  President  advised 
Ehrlichman  to  put  it  on  that  basis  "so  that  everybody  can't  then  say 
the  White  House  raised  hell  about  this,  because  we  are  not  raising 
hell."   The  President  further  told  Ehrlichman  to  tell  Kleindienst  that 
Dean,  Haldeman,  Ehrlichman,  and  Colson  had  no  prior  knowledge  and  that 
if  Kleindienst  has  any  information  to  the  contrary  you  want  to  know. 
He  also  told  Ehrlichman  to  tell  Kleindienst  that  "there  is  serious 
question  here  being  raised  about  Mitchell."   (p.  59) 

There  was  then  discussion  of  the  allegations  made  by  McCord 
and  Magruder.   The  President  said  "What  is  shocking  to  me  is  his 
[Magruder]  blowing  off  against  the  one  fair  guy  you  wouldn't  think  he 
would  cut  up,  against  Haldeman;"  said  that  "he  also  knows  it's  not  true;" 
and  asked  Haldeman  why  Magruder  was  "tossing  it  off  to  you  rather  than 
to  Mitchell."   (pp.  59-60)  Haldeman  replied  that  Magruder  hits  Mitchell 
too,  but  that  he  "is  just  trying  to  wrap  me  because  he  wants  to  get  you 
in."  Magruder,  Haldeman  said,  was  firing  a  threat  to  the  President  to 
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try  to  get  people  shook  up.   Ehrlichman  said  that  Magruder  was  trying 
to  get  a  line  around  the  President  for  his  own  protection.   (p.  60) 
Haldeman  then  said, 


In  other  words,  if  all  Magruder  is  going  to  do  is  take 
the  dive  himself,  then  we  are  not  going  to  hear  about 
it.   If  he  makes  us  worry  that  he  is  going  to  get 
Mitchell  and  you  and  me  — .   (p,  60) 


The  President  then  asked  Ehrlichman  if  there  was  any  way 
Magruder  could  stick  to  his  story.   Ehrlichman  replied  that  he  thought 
he  could  because  he  was  an  ingenious  witness  and  "[h]e  is  saying  the 
things  they  want  him  to  say."   The  following  then  appears  in  the 
transcript: 

P.   No,  no,  no.   I  don't  mean  if  he  says  — 

E.   Oh  if  he  sticks  to  his  old  story  —  I  see,  I 

see.   I  thought  you  meant  the  story  he  is  laying 
out  here. 

P.   Oh,  no  no.   This  story.   They  would  take  that  in 
a  minute.   (p.  61) 

Ehrlichman  then  told  the  President  that  he  was  to  the  point  where  he 
didn't  think  "This  thing  is  going  to  hold  together,"  and  that  it  was 
his  hunch  that  anybody  who  tried  to  stick  with  a  story  not  susceptible 
to  corroboration  would  be  in  serious  difficulty.   He  expressed  the  view 
that  Magruder  ought  to  move  to  "a  real  and  immune  confession  of  perjury 
if  he  can  do  it.   There's  too  many  cross-currents  in  this  thing  now." 
(p.  61)   The  President  said  "Yeah.   This  is  my  view,"  and  that  if 
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Magruder  "is  going  to  lie  about  it,  you  know,  I  am  sure  he  checked 
it  out."   (pp.  61-62)   He  asked  what  the  hell  was  in  it  for  Magruder, 
and  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  replied,  "Immunity."  The  President  asked 
who  had  authority  to  grant  immunity,  and  after  a  brief  discussion  of 
the  subject  there  is  a  deletion  of  "Materials  Unrelated  to  Presidential 
Actions."   (p.  62) 

The  President  said  "This  is  a  bad  rap  here"  and  "we  are  not 
going  to  allow  it."  He  said  "our  real  problem  is  Mitchell."  He  in- 
quired whether  it  was  "too  dangerous"  to  have  the  Attorney  General 
call  Silbert  to  find  out  what  was  being  said  to  the  Grand  Jury,  but 
Ehrlichman  explained  it  was  not  necessary  since  Henry  Petersen  could 
let  Kleindienst  know.   (p.  62)   The  President  acknowledged  a  "problem" 
if  Kleindienst  would  have  to  admit  furnishing  "the  Grand  Jury  things  to 
the  White  House."  The  President  instructed  Ehrlichman  to  "just  tell 
Dick"  that  he  should  furnish  information  to  the  White  House  because 
"our  interest  here  ...  is  whether  there  are  any  White  House  people 
involved  here  and  we  will  move  on  them,"  and  Erhlichman  added  "the 
President  wants  to  know."  The  President  said  "That  is  the  purpose," 
not  to  protect  anybody  "but  to  find  out  what  the  hell  they  are  saying." 
The  President  apparently  indicated  Ehrlichman  should  tell  Kleindienst 
he  wanted  to  get  information  every  day  "so  that  we  can  move  one  step 
ahead  here"  and  not  have  to  wait  "until  a  grand  jury  drags  them  up  there." 
(pp.  62-63) 
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There  was  further  discussion  about  whether  to  have  all 
White  House  personnel  testify  before  the  Grand  Jury  or  alternatively 
be  questioned  by  Judge  Sirica,   (pp.  63-64)   The  President  and  Ehrlichman 
agreed  the  President  had  to  "Do  something"  so  that  he  was  "out  front" 
on  this  issue.   (p.  65)  Waiving  executive  privilege  was  discussed 
and  Ehrlichman  said  "You  could  say  I  have  never  had  a  communication 
with  anybody  on  my  staff  about  this  burglary  —  ";  the  President  said 
"I  have  never  had  any  — ,  "  and  Ehrlichman  then  suggested  the  President 
say,  "Since  I  had  no  communication  with  anybody  on  the  White  House 
staff  about  this  burglary  or  about  the  circumstances  leading  up  to  it, 
there  is  no  occasion  for  executive  privilege  in  this  matter."  The 
President  then  said,  apparently  further  indicating  what  he  would  say 
publicly,  "With  regard  to  this,  Iwantyou  to  get  to  the  bottom  of  it.   So 
there  will  be  no  executive  privilege  on  that.   On  other  matters  —  ". 
Haldeman  then  said,  "And  that  takes  you  up  to  the  June  17th"  and  inquired, 
"What  do  you  do  after  June  17th?"  The  President  replied,  "Use  the 
executive  privilege  on  that."   (p.  67)   To  which  Ehrlichman  said: 

Yeah,  but  there  would  be  questions  like,  "Did  you 

ever  discuss  with  the  President,  Mr.  Haldeman,  the 

matter  of  executive  clemency  for  any  of  these  defendants." 

The  President  said  "Both  of  them  say  no,"  Haldeman  said  "Or  the  Payment 

of  money.   The  payment  of  ~,"  and  the  President  said  "Haldeman  and 

Colson  would  both  say  no,  there's  no  question,"   (p,  67)   Haldeman  responded. 
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"Since  you  want  to  waive  privilege  so  that  we  can  say  no,  rather  than 

invoking  it  ~,"  and  the  President  said  "You  can  say  that."  Haldeman 

said  "I  think  you've  got  to  say  that  because  basically  their  situation 

~  well,  Colson  will  be  very  disturbed  by  that  and  he  must  have  a  reason 

why  he  should."   (pp.  67-68)   The  President  said  "Well,  why  don't  you 

get  (unintelligible)  in  so  that  I  can  hear  it  clearly  and  I  will  know. 

What  is  it.  Bob,  as  you  will  recall  at  the  moment,  and  then  I  will 

let  you  go."  Haldeman  referred  to  Colson 's  view  that  "don't  do  any 

line  [sic]  to  break  your  privilege,  because  if  you  get  into  (unintelligible) 

you  may  want  it."  During  this  discussion  the  President  said  "Colson 

says  don't  give  anything  away  that  you  don't  have  to,  but  you  don't 

have  to,  but  you  don't  know  what  the  hell  is  going  to  happen  to  you 

if  you  if  you  go  in  and  lie."   (pp.  67-68) 

The  discussion  then  turned  to  the  suggestion  that  the  President 
request  and  recommend  to  Judge  Sirica  that  the  judge  appoint  a  special 
prosecutor.   (p.  70)   The  Commission  idea  was  again  mentioned,  the 
President  saying,  however. 

The  idea  that  a  Commission  might  go  through  the  '74 
election,  etc.  —  my  view  is  I  can't  have  this 
(unintelligible)  I  think  the  damn  thing  is  going  to 
come  out  anyway,  and  I  think  you  better  cut  the  losses 
now  and  just  better  get  it  over  much  sooner  and        ^^ 
frankly  sharper.  Let's  just  say,  "Well  Judge,  let's  go. 
(p.  70) 

Further  discussion  followed  about  the  special  prosecutor  idea 
and  of  the  President  going  on  television  to  announce  that  course.   At  the 
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close  of  that  discussion  Ehrlichman  said  that  "Surely  nothing  troubles 
me."  The  transcript  at  that  point  notes  "Materials  unrelated  to 
Presidential  actions  deleted."   (p.  72)   Thereafter  the  President  said 
to  Ehrlichman,  "Inform  me  as  soon  as  you  get  something  from  Gray  on 
Weicker"  and  "as  soon  as  you've  got  something  on  Kleindienst."  The 
President  told  Ehrlichman  to  say  to  Kleindienst,  "Mitchell  is  just 
damn  disappointed,  and  he  will  jump  up  and  down  and  shout."   (p.  72) 
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16.     On  March  28,  1973  Mitchell  and  Haldeman  met  with  Magruder  In 
Haldeman's  office.   They  discussed  Magruder's  false  testimony  regarding 
the  approval  of  the  Liddy  Plan.   Haldeman  telephoned  Dean  and  requested 
that  he  return  from  Camp  David  to  meet  with  Mitchell  and  Magruder.   Dean 
has  testified  that  on  his  return  he  went  directly  to  Haldeman's  office; 
that  Haldeman  told  him  that  Mitchell  and  Magruder  were  waiting  in  another 
office  to  discuss  with  Dean  his  knowledge  of  the  January  and  February 
1972  meetings  in  Mitchell's  office;  that  Dean  said  he  would  not  lie 
about  those  meetings;  and  that  Haldeman  said  he  did  not  want  to  get 
into  it  but  Dean  should  work  it  out  with  Mitchell  and  Magruder.   Dean 
met  with  Mitchell  and  Magruder.   Following  the  meeting,  both  Mitchell 
and  Dean  reported  to  Haldeman  that  there  was  a  problem  as  to  what  the 
facts  were  regarding  the  1972  meetings. 
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he,  as  I  recall,  remained  at  his  residence  and  worked  rather  than 
coming  into  the  office  because  he  was  besieged  by  press  at  that 
period  and  didn't  want  to  go  out  and  discuss  these  things  with 
the  press.   I  think  there  probably  were  a  series  of  communica- 
tions, and  I  think  it  was  by  phone,  continued. 

Q     And  did  he  tell  you  anything  further  concerning  pre- 
June  17th  events? 

A     Not  that  I  recall.   I  don't  believe  so. 

Q     Did  there  come  any  time  later  when  he  did  come  back  to 
his  office  at  the  White  House  and  after  that  occurred  did  he 
have  any  meetings  with  you? 

A     I  am  not  absolutely  clear.   I  am  sure  he  came  back  to 
the  White  House  and  I  don't  recall  any  meetings  in  that  period. 
We  now  get  to  —  Well,  let's  see.  Yes,  that  gets  us  to  the  28th, 
if  that  is  the  correct  date,  and  I  believe  it  is.   What  is  the 
day? 

A     That  would  have  been  a  Wednesday,  I  believe,  approxi- 
mately. 

A  I  think  it  was  the  28th  that  there  was  the  meeting  first 
with  Mitchell  and  then  with  Mitchell  and  Magruder  and  then  Mitchell 
and  Magruder  met  separately  with  Dean. 

Q     Let  us  now  go  to  the  28th  and  that  first  meeting  you 
had  that  day.   That  was  with  Mitchell? 


I   wit 
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A     Yes. 

Q     Was  that  in  your  office? 

A     Yes. 

Q     Was  there  anyone  else  present? 

A     That  was  with  Mitchell  alone. 

Q     Would  you  tell  us,  please,  the  substance  of  that  con- 
versation as  it  related  to  pre- June  17th  events? 

A     Mitchell  had  sought  that  meeting,  as  I  recall,  mostly 
in  relation  to  this  question  of  the  disparity  between  his  view 
and  Dean's  on  the  question  of  the  meetings  that  had  been  held. 
He  had  the  day  before,  I  believe,  met  with  Jeb  Magruder,  I  think, 
in  New  York.   I  think  he  had  asked  Magruder  to  come  up  and  meet 
with  him  and  he  had  had  a  meeting  with  Magruder.  At  the  meeting 
with  me  on  the  morning  of  the  28th  he  reported  to  me  on  his 
meeting  with  Magruder  and  I  don't  recall  the  specifics  of  that 
but  it  had  to  do  with  Magruder 's  recollection  of  the  facts  re- 
lated to  these  meetings  and  Magruder 's  recollection  of  the  facts 
regarding  the  Watergate,  as  I  recall;  and  this  has  to  be  classi- 
fied as  recollection  because  it  can  be  confused  with  subsequent 
information  I  was  given.   In  other  words,  I  am  not  positive  that 
this  developed  at  this  point  in  time  but  I  believe  it  did. 

Q     All  right. 

A     That  Magruder 's  outline  as  of  that  time,  as  expressed 
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to  Mitchell  the  day  before  and  as  reported  by  Mitchell  to  me 

was  that  the  Watergate  project,  the  entry  and  bugging  of  the  DNC 

had  been  conducted  with  Magruder's  knowledge  and  approval  and 

that  it  had  been  done —  I  think  the  theory  he  spelled  out  at 

that  point  in  time  — 

Q     He  being  Mitchell? 

A     No,  he  being  Magruder. 

Q     Magruder  speaking  to  Mitchell? 

A     Speaking  to  Mitchell  and  Mitchell  reporting  it  to  me. 
This  is  one  of  the  several  different  Magruder  theories  and  that 
is  why  I  am  not  sure  of  all  of  the  things  reported  to  me  by 
Mitchell  as  to  what  Magruder's  recollection  of  the  facts  was,  but 
that  he  had  been  under  pressure  to  get  various  kinds  of  informa- 
tion.  I  am  not  sure  specifically  whether  this  was  specified  from — 
I  think  it  was  from  the  White  House  was  his  theory  (I  don't  think 
he  spelled  out  who  from  the  White  House)  and  that  under  the  pres- 
sure of  needing  to  get  information  he  had  launched  a  Liddy  intelli- 
gence program  which  included  the  DNC  project.   Whether  he  specif- 
ically intended  that  it  include  the  DNC  project  or  whether  that 
was  Liddy's,  it  was  included  on  Liddy's  cognizance,  I  am  not  sure. 
But,  in  any  event,  Magruder  had  approved  this  under  what  he 
claimed  at  that  point  was  pressure  from  the  White  House  to  get  go- 
ing on  the  fact  gathering  projects.   I  think  that  really  covers 
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what  his  theory  on  the  facts  and  the  facts  in  that  area  were. 
Then  he  got  into  the  question  of  the  meetings  and  what  the  facts 
were  regarding  meetings  and  he,  Mitchell,  indicated  Magruder's 
concurrence  in  Mitchell's  recollection  of  the  meetings.   That  is 
about  all  I  can  recall  of  the  substance  of  Mitchell's  coments  (sic) 
there. 

Q     What  did  Mr.  Mitchell  tell  you  as  to  how  many  meet- 
ings he  recalled  having  at  which  Liddy  was  present? 

A     He  indicated,  as  I  recall,  that  there  had  been  one 
meeting  and  that  that  meeting  had  been  for  the  purpose  of  campaign 
expenditure  regulation  review  and  that  sort  of  thing,  a  legal 
meeting,  not  an  intelligence  meeting. 

Q     Did  you  mention  to  him  at  that  meeting  what  you  had 
learned  from  Dean  relative  to  the  presentation  by  Liddy  at  that 
meeting? 

A     He  mentioned  it  to  me.   He  was  aware  of  Dean's  position. 

Q     He  was  aware? 

A     Yes,  he  was.   That  was  his  point  of  concern  and,  basic- 
ally, I  think,  the  reason  for  his  coming  down  for  the  meeting. 

Q     Did  he  disagree  with  Dean's  position  on  these  meetings 
that  were  had? 

A     I  believe  he  did,  yes. 

Q     When  he  recounted  to  you  what  Magruder  had  told  him  the 
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previous  day  in  New  York  did  he  state  whether  he  had  asked 
Magruder  who  at  the  White  House  was  putting  this  alleged  pressure 
on  Magruder? 

A     I  don't  think  so.   I  don't  — 
Q     Did  you  ask  him  — 
A     I  don't  recall  that. 

Q     I  am  sorry.   You  don't  recall  that.  Mr.  Haldeman,  did 
you  ask  him  whether  he  had  asked  Magruder  who  was  putting  this 
pressure  on  him  from  the  White  House? 

A     I  am  sure  I  must  have  or  it  must  have  been  explored  or 
raised  in  some  way,  or  he  simply  said  he  didn't  know  who,  that  the 
point  was  pressure  from  the  White  House.  Now,  as  I  indicated 
there  were  reported  to  me  In  this  time  period  this  report  from 
Mitchell  and  at  some  point  in  this  general  area  a  report  from 
Dean,  which  (I  think  this  probably  came  later)  also  evolved  a 
Magruder  theory  which  was  in  conflict  with  this  In  some  ways.   I 
am  not  sure  I  can  remember  the  specifics  of  all  of  them.   But 
in  various  forms  or  at  various  times  from  various  sources  I  was 
told  that  Magruder' s  position  was  (1)  this  White  House  thing. 
There  was  a  reference  by  Magruder  at  one  of  these  discussions 
(and  this,  I  think,  was  also  referred  to  by  Dean)  to  a  phone  call 
that  Magruder  had  received  from  Chuck  Colson  urging  him  to  get 
going  on  getting  information,  a  phone  call  that  —  No,  no,  that 
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theory  came  earlier  because  I  can  remember  having  that  question 
raised  when  I  was  in  Key  Biscayne  getting  some  reports  back  and 
forth  on  the  telephone.  All  of  these,  incidentally,  are  areas 
that  were  in  my  view  under  the  old  guidelines  covered  by  execu- 
tive privilege  because  they  were  in  the  nature  of  the  President 
pushing  to  get  information  out,  get  information  back  in  to  Dean 
and  to  him  and  to  explore  things  that  he  wasn't  satisfied  with 
being  explored.   Some  of  these  points  were  reported  directly  to 
the  President,  probably  most  of  them,  as  they  evolved  step  by 
step.   I  was  in  communication  with  the  President  during  that  week- 

Iend  in  Key  Biscayne  as  well  as  when  we  were  up  here.   This  phone 
call,  Magruder  — 

Q     Are  you  speaking  to  a  phone  call  while  you  are  still  in 


Florida? 

A     No,  no.   I  am  speaking  of  a  report  while  I  was  in 
Florida  of  a  phone  call  that  was  made  prior  to  June  17th  from 
Colson  to  Magruder  saying  get  going  on  getting  information. 
Magruder  at  one  point  in  time  put  that  as  being  a  significant 
factor  in  getting  the  Watergate  going,  initiating  the  project. 
Colson,  who  I  talked  with  about  this  phone  call-- 

Q     When  was  that  conversation? 

A     While  I  was  in  Key  Biscayne.   That  is  why  I  remember 
the  Colson  call  because  I  didn't  have  that  many  communications  on 
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taped  a  meeting  and  I  have  never  had  a  stenographer  present  at 
any  meeting  on  any  subject  at  any  time. 

Q     Did  you  make  notes  at  any  of  these  meetings? 

A     I  probably  did.   I  may  have. 

Q     Do  you  know  whether  you  still  have  those  notes? 

A     Let  me  say  I  have  made  a  habit  of  making  notes  of  meet- 
ings or  conversations  which  I  intended  to  report  to  the  President 
or  which  required  action  on  my  part.  My  practice  was  then  to 
take  the  action  that  was  required  and  then  throw  away  the  notes 
or  if  it  involved  a  conversation  with  the  President  to  have  the 
conversation  with  the  President  and  whatever  note  evolved  of 
that  conversation  I  have  turned  over  to  the  President's  files  and 
I  did  this  on  a  periodic  basis  through  all  the  time  I  was  there. 

Q     You  don't  have  any  notes  today  relative  to  any  of  these 
conversations  involving  these  — 

A     No,  sir,  I  don't. 

Q     Tell  us  about  the  meeting*with  Mitchell  on  the  28th  of 
March  and  who  said  what  relative  to  the  pre-June  17th  events? 

A     We  have  pretty  well  covered  it  because  you  asked  what 
Magruder  said.   One  meeting  went  into  the  other.  Mitchell  was 
in  my  office  and  then  Magruder  arrived  and  then  the  joint  meet- 
ing. 

Q     At  that  meeting  did  Magruder  tell  you  that  he  did  know 
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about  the  wiretapping  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee  Head- 
quarters? 

A     I  have  that  Impression. 

Q     What  is  your  best  recollection  rather  than  your  im- 
pression? This  is  a  sensitive  point  and  I  don't  want  to  rely 
on  an  impression.   I  would  rather  have  a  good  recollection. 

A     The  question  in  my  mind  is  whether  he  indicated  or 
gave  even  the  impression  that  he  knew  of  the  DNC  bugging  specif- 
ically as  contrasted  to  his  knowledge  of  the  implementation, 
approval  and  implementation  by  him,  as  I  understood  it,  of  an 
intelligence  program  by  Liddy  which  he  x«s,  I  think,  assuming 
that  the  Watergate  was  a  part.   The  question  that  I  have  is 
whether  he  indicated  that  he  knew  the  Watergate  was  a  part  and 

I   that  ~  I  have  to  leave  that  as  a  question  in  my  mind.   I  am 
not  sure. 

Q     Let  me  ask  you  this  question  (and  I  am  jumping  ahead, 
it  is  likely) :  has  Magruder  at  any  time  ever  told  you  that  he 
knew  in  advance  of  June  17th,  1972  of  the  wiretapping  and  bugging 
of  the  Democratic  National  Committee  Headquarters? 

A     I  don't  know  that  he  has  in  so  many  words. 

Q     Has  he  ever  said  anything  to  you  from  which  you 
gathered  a  clear  inference  that  he  did,  in  fact,  know  prior  to 
June  17th,  1972  of  the  bugging  and  wiretapping  of  the  DNC 
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Q   That  same  day,  March  28th,  I  think  you  testified  you 
had  a  third  meeting  which  Dean  was  involved  in,  I  believe. 

A   No.   Mitchell  and  Magruder  met  with  Dean  and  I  was  not 
present.   Subsequent  to  the  meeting  we  had  had  they  then,  the 
two  of  them,  went  and  met  with  Dean  separately  from  me. 

Q   That  day  Magruder  had  three  meetings.   You  had  two 
meetings  and  Mitchell  had  two  meetings? 

A   No.  Mitchell  had  three  meetings.  Mitchell  met  with  me 
alone  and  then  with  me  and  Magruder  and  with  Magruder  and  Dean. 
I  met  with  Mitchell  alone  and  then  with  Mitchell  and  Magruder. 

Q   Did  you  get  a  report  from  either  of  those  three  gentle- 
men as  to  the  third  meeting  that  day  or  shortly  thereafter? 

A   I  have  the  impression  that  I  did  have  a  sort  of  general 
report,  I  think,  from  Mr.  Mitchell  and  I  think  probably  also  from 
Dean  that  they  had  talked  the  question  over  and  that  there  was  a 
problem  as  to  what  the  facts  were. 

Q   Now,  when  you  use  the  word  "impression"  in  that  context, 
are  you  really  saying  you  have  a  recollection? 

A   I  don't  have  a  recollection  of  a  specific  conversation 
but  I  have  a  recollection  of  the  information.   I  do  recollect 
hearing  that  following  that  meeting  it  was  felt  by  Dean  and 
Mitchell  that  there  was  a  real  question  as  to  what  the  fact  was 
regarding  these  meetings. 
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Mr.  Deax.  In  brief,  the  President  tvouIcI  create  an  independent 
panel — that  would  be  investifrator,  prosecutor,  and  judge  and  jurv  for 
ever\-one  involved.  It  -would  have  the  power  to  remove  officials  from 
office,  levy  fines,  and  impose  criminal  sanctions.  It  was  designed  to  give 
ever>-  man  a  fair  and  full  hearing,  and  proceed  in  a  manner  where 
people  would  not  bo  tried  publicly. 

Final!}-,  after  all  tlie  facts  were  in,  the  panel  would  render  its  judg- 
ments on  the  individuals  involved  and  report  to  the  public.  I  might 
note  that  if  the  special  prosecutor  and  this  committee  were  merged, 
made  independent,  and  proceeded  in  camera,  it  would  be  very  close  to 
the  concept  I  had  proposed  back  on  March  26. 

Moore  liked  the  idea  and  suggested  I  call  Haldeman,  which  I  did. 
He  was  intrigued,  but  not  overwhelmed.  It  was  becoming  increasingly 
clear  that  no  one  involved  was  willing  to  stand  up  and  account  for 
themselves. 

After  I  had  read  in  the  newspaper  on  Tuesday,  ilarch  27,  that  the 
President  had  called  me  on  Monday  morning,  March  26 — which  he  had 
not — and  expressed  great  confidence  in  me  and  the  fact  that  I  had  not 
had  prior  knowledge  of  the  break-in  at  the  Democratic  National  Com- 
mittee, I  decided  to  attempt  to  contact  Mr.  Liddy,  who  was  the  one 
man  who  could  document  the  fact  that  we  never  had  talked  about  his 
plans  following  the  February  -i  meeting  in  Mitchell's  office.  I  called 
Paul  O'Brien  and  asked  him  liow  I  could  get  in  contact  with  Mr. 
Maroulis,  Mr.  Liddy 's  attorney.  O'Brien  gave  me  Maroulis'  phone 
number,  but  told  me  I  could  not  reach  him  until  late  in  the  afternoon. 

I  called  :\rr.  [Maroulis  about  5  :,30  and  asked  him  if  I  might  get  some 
sort  of  sworn  statement  from  Liddy  regarding  my  lack  of  prior 
knowledge  of  the  break-in  at  the  Democratic  National  Committee.  I 
told  him  of  the  two  meetings  in  Mitchell's  office,  and  that  Mr.  Liddy 
and  I  never  talked  about  his  plans  after  the  second  meeting.  To  thfs 
day.  I  am  convinced  that  if  and  when  Jlr.  Liddy  ever  talk-s,  he  will  tell 
the  truth  as  he  knows  it.  I  was  hopeful  that  he  would  give  me  some 
sort  of  an  affidavit  attesting  to  the  facts,  but  his  lawyer  was  concerned 
about  his  fifth  amendment  problems. 

Mr.  ifaroulis  called  me  back  on  [March  29  after  I  had  returned  from 
Camp  David,  after  he  had  talked  Tvith  Mr.  Liddy.  I  requested  O'Brien 
to  make  a  memorandiun  of  the  call,  as  he  was  with  Mr.  Maroulis  when 
he  made  the  call.  I  have  submitted  to  the  committee  a  copy  of  this  docu- 
ment in  which  ilaroulis  advised  me  his  client  could  not  make  such  a- 
statement  because  it  might  result  in  a  waiver  of  his  fifth  amendment 
privileges,  that  to  give  such  a  statement  could  be  detrimental  to  others, 
but  Liddy  did  wish  to  convey  that  his  reasons  for  not  providing  such  a 
statement  was  not  because  he  disagreed  with  the  facts,  but  because  of 
tlie  advice  of  counsel. 
_^^[Tlie  document  was  marked  e.xhibit  No.  34-42.*] 

Mr.  Df.ax.  It  was  the  day  before  I  received  this  call,  ^farch  2S,  that 
ITaldoniun  had  called  me  at  Camp  David  and  requested  that  I  return  to 
Washington.  He  told  me  that  he  was  meeting  with  [Mitchell  and 
Magruder  and  that  they  wished  to  meet  with  me.  I  told  Haldeman  that 
I  really  did  not  wish  to  meet  with  Mitchell  and  [Magruder.  but  he  was 
insistent  tliat  I  return  and  meet  with  them.  I  ret-urned  from  Camp 
David  about  3 :30  and  went  directly  to  Haldeman's  office.  He  told  me 

*See  p.  1262. 
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that  Mitchell  and  ilagruder  were  waiting  in  another  office  for  me.  I 
asked  him  why  they  wanted  to  talk  to  me  and  he  said  that  they  wanted 
to  talk  to  me  about  my  knowledge  of  the  meetmgs  m  Mitchell  s  office. 
I  told  Haldeman  that  they  were  both  aware  of  the  situation  and  i  was 
not  going  to  lie  if  asked  about  those  meetings.  Haldeman  said  that  he 
did  not  want  to  get  into  it,  but  I  should  go  in  and  work  it  out  with 
Mitchell  and  Magruder.  .,,..    ,t,       jat         a      ^  f^^\ 

Before  discussing  the  meetings  with  Mitchell  and  :Magruder  I  feel 
I  should  comment  on  my  reaction  to  the  discussion  I  had  ]ust  had  with 
Mr.  Haldeman.  Knowing  how  freely  and  openly  he  had  discu^ed 
matters  in  the  past,  I  could  tell  that  he  was  back-peddling  fast.  That 
he  was  now  in  the  process  of  uninvolving  himself,  but  keeping  others 
involved.  This  was  a  clear  sign  to  me  that  Mr.  Haldeman  was  not 
going  to  come  forward  and  help  end  this  problem,  rather,  he  was  begin- 
nin<^  to  protect  his  flanks.  It  was  my  reaction  to  this  meeting  with  .Mr. 
Haldeman  and  his  evident  changed  attitude,  and  my  earlier  dealings 
with  Ehrlichman  where  he  had  told  me  how  I  should  handle  various 
areas  of  my  testimony  should  I  be  called  before  the  grand  ]ury,  that 
made  me  decide  not  to  turn  over  to  them  the  report  I  had  written  at 
Camp  David.  I  have  submitted  to  the  committee  a  copy  of  the  t^anip 
David  report,  part  of  which  was  typed  by  my  secretary  at  Camp  Davia 
and  the  remainder  in  longhand,  which  I  had  not  put  in  final  narrative 
form  before  I  was  called  back  to  Washington. 

[The  document  was  marked  exhibit  No.  34-43.  ] 

Meetixg  With  Mr.  Mitchell  and  jMr.  ]\Iagruder 

Mr  Devn.  After  departing  ^Ir.  Haldeman's  office,  I  went  to  meet 
with  Mitchell  and  ^klagruder.  After  an  exchange  of  pleasantries,  they 
told  me  they  wished  to  talk  to  me  about  how  I  would  handle  any  testi- 
monial appearances  regarding  the  January  27  and  Febniary  4  meetings 
which  had  occurred  in  Mitchell's  office.  I  told  them  that  we  had  been 
through  this  before  and  tliey  knew  well  my  undei-standing  of  the  tacts 
as  they  had  occurred  at  that  time.  Mitchell  indicated  that  if  I  so  testi- 
fied, it  could  cause  problems.  :Magruder  then  raised  the  fact  that  I  had 
pre\'iously  agreed,  in  an  earlier  meeting,  that  I  would  follow  the  testi- 
monial approach  they  had  taken  before  the  grand  juiy. 

I  told  them  I  recalled  the  meeting.  ^Nlagruder  then  said  that  it  had 
been  I  who  had  suggested  that  the  meetings  be  treated  as  dealing 
exclusively  with  the  election  law  and  that  explained  my  presence.  At 
this  point  in  time,  I  decided  I  did  not  wish  to  get  into  a  debate  regard- 
ing that  meeting.  They  both  repeated  to  me  that  if  I  testified  other 
than  they  had  it  would  only  cause  problems.  I  said  I  understood  that. 
I  told  them  that  there  was  no  certainty  that  I  would  be  called  before 
the  "'rand  jury  or  the  Senate  committee  and  that  if  I  were  called,  i 
micrht  invoke  executive  privilege,  so  the  question  of  my  testimony 
wat  still  moot.  I  did  not  want  to  discuss  the  subject  further  so  I  tried 
to  move  them  off  of  it.  Thev  were  obviously  both  disappointed  that  1 
was  being  reluctant  in  agreeing  to  continue  to  perpetuate  their  earlier 

^''TlToniy  other  matter  of  any  substance  that  came  up  during  that 
meeting  was  when  I  made  the  point  that  I  had  never  asked  Mitchell 

•See  p.  1263. 
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about  his  involvement  in  the  matter  and  I  had  no  intention  of  asking 
him  at  that  time.  I  said  to  this  day  I  do  not  fully  understand  how 
the  Liddv  plan  frot  into  operation  and  can  only  speculate  based  on 
the  tidbits  of  information  I  know.  I  then  offered  mv  hypothesis  of 
what  had  happened,  that  is,  that  at  some  point  after  the  second  meet- 
inf^  in  Mitchell's  office  there  had  been  pressure  put  on  to  get  the  plan 
approved  and  that  it  had  been  approved  without  anyone  reallv  under- 
standing its  full  import.  ^Htchell  said  something"to  the  effect  that 
my  theory  was  not  far  from  wrong,  only  they  thought  it  would  be 
three  or  four  times  removed  from  the  committee.  The  meeting  termi- 
nated shortly  thereafter.  It  was  not  a  lengthy  meeting  and  as  far  as 
Magruder  and  Mitchell  were  concerned,  it  was  certainly  less  than 
satisfactory  for  them. 


jSIarch  ^Meztixg  With  '^Ir.  Egil  Krogh 

On  either  March  28  or  29,  ilr.  Krogh  came  to  my  office  because  he 
happened  to  be  in  the  Executive  Office  Building.  He  said  he  had  come 
to  express  sympathy  for  me  as  a  result  of  the  adverse  publicity  I  had 
received  during  the  Gray  hearings.  He  then  began  telling  me  "that  he 
had  not  himself  had  a  good  day  since  his  own  confirmation  hearings 
and  that  he  had  been  haunted  by  his  experiences  at  the  White  House. 

I  told  Krogh  that  I  thought  that  there  was  a  very  likely  possibility 
that  the  Senate  Watergate  committee  could  stumble  into  "the  Ellsberg 
burglary.  I  told  him  that  there  were  documents  in  the  possession  of 
the  Justice  Department  which  had  been  provided  by  the  CIA  in  con- 
nection with  the  Watergate  investigation  which  contained  pictures 
of  Liddy  standing  in  front  of  Mr.  Ellsberg's  doctor's  office  in 
California. 

I  told  him  that  I  had  learned  from  the  CIA  that  these  pictures  had 
been  left  in  a  camera  returned  by  Hunt  to  the  CIA  and  the  CIA  had 
developed  the  pictures.  I  said  I  did  not  believe  that  the  Justice  Depart- 
ment knew  what  the  pictures  were  all  about  but  that  any  investigator 
worth  his  salt  would  probably  track  down  the  incident'as  a  result  of 
the  pictures. 

I  told  him  that  Ehrlichman  had  requested  that  I  retrieve  the  docu- 
ments from  the  Justice  Department  and  get  them  back  to  the  CIA 
where  they  might  be  withheld  from  the  committee  investigators  but 
the  CIA  had  been  unwilling  to  do  so. 

Krogh  was  very  distressed  to  hear  this  news  but  said  that  maybe  it 
was  for  the  best  in  that  he  had  personally  been  haunted  by  this  inci- 
dent for  so  long  that  he  would  like  to  get  it  out  in  the  open.  Wc  then 
entered  into  a  discussion  about  the  incident  and  I  asked  him  if  he  had 
received  his  authorization  to  proceed  with  the  burglnrj-  from  Ehrlich- 
man, knowing  well  that  Krogh  would  not  undertake"  such  a  mission 
himself. 

Krogh  responded  that  no:  he  did  not  believe  that  Ehrlichman  had 
been  aware  of  the  incident  until  shortly  after  it  had  occurred :  rather, 
he  liad  received  his  orders  riglit  out  of  the  "oval  office."  I  was  so  sur- 
prised to  hear  this  tliat  I  said,  '-You  must  be  kidding."'  And  he  repeated 
again  that  he  had  received  liis  instructions  out  of  the  oval  office. 

Mr.  Krogh  also  indicated  to  me  tliat  he  thouglit  he  miirht  liave  per- 
jured himself  during  his  conlirmation  hcariners  and  ho  was  very  both- 
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Mr.  Dean.  That  is  correct.  .         ,-,,rArr^i 

Senator  Gukney.  And  he,  in  turn,  communicated  with  Mr.  McLorcl, 
I  guess,  through  Ulasewicz  one  time  and  then  himself;  is  that  correct? 
Mr.  De.vx.  That  is  my  understanding.  ■      ■.        ■,        a        t 

Senator  Guisney.  And  my  understanding  also  is  that  the  otter  of 
clemency  was  made  to  Mr.  McCord,  I  think,  in  terms  like  this:  That 
it  comes  from  the  highest  authority  in  the  White  House;  is  that  sub- 
stantially correct? 

Mr.  Dean.  That  is  correct;  yes.  ,    ,     t-  -^  j 

Senator  Gurxey.  Did  you  ever  advise  the  President  of  the  United    . 
States  about  that? 

Mr.  Dean.  No,  sir.  As  I  had  explained  in  my  testimony,  I  was  pro- 
ceeding on  a  conversation  I  had  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman  after  Mr.  Ehr- 
lichman  indicated  and  Mr.  Colson  also  had  indicated  that  they  had 
talked  directly  with  the  President  about  the  matter,  something  which 
was  later  confirmed  by  the  President  himself  in  conversations  with 

Senator  Gurney.  Did  you  ever  have  a  meeting  with  Mr.  Magruder, 
let  me  see  on  this,  in  January  or  December,  in  which  there  was  a  dis- 
cussion about  the  planning  of  the  Watergate?  Do  you  remember  any- 
thing about  that?  . 

Mr.  Dean.  I  recall  Mr.  Magruder  coming  to  my  office  one  time,  arid 
this  is— I  saw  part  of  Mr.  Magruder's  testimony  on  this  before  this 
committee.  It  is  one  if  I  have  seen  3  hours  total  I  would  be  surprised, 
but  I  did  see  part  of  Mr.  Magruder,  I  caught  one  section  of  the  ques- 
tioning of  him,  I  believe  it  was  during  the  questioning  of  him,  in  which 
he  made  a  reference  to  this. 

I  think  what  he  is  referring  to 

Senator  Gtjkney.  Wliat  did  he  refer  to? 

Mr.  Dean.  He  was  referring  to  the  fact  that  my  memory  had  gotten 
suddenly  foggy.  I  have  never,  as  I  testified  before  this  committee, 
understood  what  happened  between,  with  any  clarity,  between  Feb- 
ruary 4  and  June  17,  and  I  was— we  were  talking  about  that. 
"  I  think  he  also  was  referring  to  the  meeting  on— he  may  have  been 
mi.xing  the  meetings  and  referring  to  the  fact  that  on  March  28,  when 
I  came  back  from  Camp  David,  that  I  was  playing  very  dumb,  I  was 
playing  very  reluctant— and  I  was.  I  did  not  want  to  engage  in  a  dis- 
cussion of  my  recollection  of  those  meetings,  because  we  had  gone  over 
that  before  and  I  had  made  my  decision  by  that  time  as  to  what  I  was 
£oing  to  do  and  I  did  no'  want  to  get  into  a  debate  on  it. 

I  believe  he  also  referred  to  the  fact  that  I  taped  that  conversation. 
That  is  not  correct. 

Senator  Gukxey.  Let  me  refer  to  his  testimony  when  he  was  here 
before  the  committee.  He  said :  "Well,  I  think  the  one  occasion  that  did 
crop  up  when  I  asked  for  an  appointment  with  Mr.  Haldeman." 

Isaid:"AMienwasthis?" 

He  said :  ''That  Wiis  probably  in  January,  probably  in  early  Janu- 
aty,  December''— that  would  liave  been  Januaiy  of  this  year  or  De- 
cember of  last  year — it  was  before  that  meeting  with  Haldeman.  so 
it  must  have  been  in  December.  It  was  when  he  indicated  to  me  that 
he  did  not  know  how  the  Watergate  had  ever  been  planned,  some- 
thing to  tliat  effect. 
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when  there  was  more  discussion  of  different  essentially  covemp  tech- 
niques without  getting  into  great  detail  because  I  cannot  recall  in 
great  detail,  everything  they  were  saying  the  President  was  asking  me, 
do  I  _a<j;ree  and  I  was  saying  no,  and  finally,  at  one  point  in  that  meeting 
I  said  that,  right  in  front  of  the  President  that,  I  felt  that  Dean, 
Haldeman,  and  Ehrlichman  could  be  indicted  for  obstruction  of  justice' 
and  this  has  to  be  recognized.  And  I  think  as  a  result  of  that  meeting 
they  saw  that  I  had  begun  to  change  my  attitude  about  any  further 
involvement  in  a  coverup. 

Senator  Ixouje.  "On  March  21  Dean  gave  the  President  a  more 
complete,  but  still  laundered  version  of  the  facts  and  so  surprised  the 
President  that  according  to  press  accounts  of  what  Dean  is  saying  'the 
President  came  out  of  his  chair.'  " 

Mr.  Dean.  I  do  not  know  where  that  press  account  came  from.  The 
President  did  not  come  out  of  his  chair.  I  have  never  seen  the  President 
come  out  of  his  chair  other  than  very  easilv  and  slowlv  at  the  time 
that  he  got  up  on  April  15  to  walk  around  to  the  corner  of  the  EOB 
office  and  then  raise  something  with  me.  The  President  of  the  United 
States  does  not  come  flying  out  of  his  chair. 

Senator  Ixotrrz.  "At  this  meeting  Dean  indicated  that  ]\fagruder 
was  involved  but  that  he  did  not  know  about  ^litchell." 

Mr.  Dean.  That  is  correct.  As  I  have  said  before  this  committee  I 
have  never  had  a  direct  conversation  with  John  Mitchell  to  ask  him 
what  his  involvement  was.  On  the  2Sth  when  I  came  down  from  Camp 
David  after  there  was  this  discussion  about  whether  I  would  be  willing 
to  perpetuate  the  story  that  there  had  been  one  meeting  in  Mitchell's 
office,  there  had  been  a  discussion  of  the  election  laws  and  that  that  was 
the  reason  for  my  presence  and  it  was  to  introduce  ^Ir.  Liddv.  at  the 
end  of  that  discussion  I  said  to  Mr.  Mitchell  "I  have  never  asked  you 
of  your  involvement  and  I  will  not  ask  you  of  your  involvement  but 
I  want  to  hypothesize  what  I  see  to  be  the  situation,"  and  I  then  gave 
them  my  hypothesis  of  the  situation  and.  as  a  result  of  that  hypothesis, 
Mr.  IVritchell  said  "that  is  not  far  from  accurate,  but  we  thought  it 
would  be  two  or  three  times  removed." 

Senator  Ixofte.  If  you  did  not  know  about  Mitchell  why  did  you 
advise  the  President  that  Mr.  Mitchell  could  be  indicted? 

Mr.  Deax.  Because  based  on  the  information  Mr.  Magriider  had 
given  me.  which  was  inferential  and  my  general  assumption  of  the 
fact,  T  was  aware  of  the  fact  that  he  had  received  the  information  from 
the  electronic  surveillance. 

Senator  Ixotrrr..  Did  you  so  advise  the  President? 
ilr.  Deav.  Did  I  so  advise  the  President?  T  do  not  recall  that  I  got 
mto  a  detailed  discussion.  I  was  siving  the  President  what  I  would 
say  was  a  general  overview  and  letting  him  come  back  and  ask  any 
specific  questions  he  might  wish  to  ask. 

Senator  Ixotn-E.  Do  you  not  feel  it  was  important  enough  to  adWse 
the  President  of  the  T^nitcd  States  that  his  former  Attorney  General 
wns  involved  and  implicated? 

Mr.  Deax.  Well.  I  told  him  T  thought  he  could  be  indicted  but  T 
told  him  T  did  not  have  tlio  facts  for  certainty  myself  that  he  was 
indictable. 

Senatoi-  Ixofye.  I  thonnrht  yon  had  just  testified  that  Mr.  :\rai:nider. 
^ritcholl.  and  Dean  were  indictable  ? 
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Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  promise  him  at  that  time,  as  he  testified,  that 
to  the  best  of  your  ability,  thou<rh  you  no  longer  were  in  office,  you 
would  help  him  to  either  get  Executive  clemency,  support,  or  rehabil- 
itation, any  of  the  things  we  have  been  asking  about  ? 

Mr.  IV'IiTCHELL.  Let  us  take  Executive  clemency.  Xo,  I  have  never 
promised  that  to  anybody.  Obviously,  there  is  no  basis  upon  which  I 
could. 

With  respect  to,  you  were  talking  about  support  and  so  forth,  what  I 
told  Jeb  Magruder  was  that  I  thought  he  was  a  very  outstanding  young 
man  and  I  liked  and  I  worked  with  and  to  the  extent  that  I  could  help 
him  in  any  conceivable  way,  I  would  be  delighted  to  do  so. 

And  this  was  exactly  the  same  convei-sation  that  we  had  the  next  day 
down  at  Haldeman's  office. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  Mr.  Magruder  then  ask  for  that  meeting  with  Mr. 
Haldeman? 

Mr.  MrrcHELL.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  he  feel  he  needed  that  assurance  from  somebody  still 
in  the  White  House? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  met  with  Mr.  Haldeman  on  the  28th  of  March? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  28th  of  March,  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  kind  of  assurances  were  being  sought  by  Mr.  Ma- 
gruderthere  and  what  was  being  given  to  him  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  Magruder  was  again  concerned — well,  he  did 
not  express  it  too  directly— that  he  thought  he  might  become  the  fall 
guy.  It  seems  to  me  that  everybody  around  this  town  involved  in  this 
all  thought  they  were  going  to  become  a  fall  guy. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you,  Mr.'Mitchell  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell. "Did  I?  No.  Contrary  to  the  story  that  I  have  read  I 
did  not  jjelieve  that  to  be  the  case.  I  am  quite  anxiously  waiting  to  see 
if  there  is  some  possibility  of  that  other  than  some  misguided  counsel 
who  wrote  a  piece  of  paper  from  which  cross-examination  was  to  be 
made. 

Mr.  Dash.  Getting  back  to  Mr.  Haldeman  and  Mr.  Magruder's  meet- 
mg  with  you  on  March  28 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Yes,  it  was  the  same  general  discussion,  "I  may  have  ' 
problems  with  my  perjury,  I  don't  have  anv  money,  am  I  going  to  be 
deserted,  are  you  people  still  going  to  be  friends,  will  I  be  able  to  get 
counsel,"  and  this  type  of  conversation. 

^t^^'  ^^^^-  ^^^  ^^-  Haldeman  make  any  kind  of  promises  to  Mr. 
Magruder  at  that  time,  in  your  presence  ? 

Mr.  INIiTCHELL.  None  other  than  the  fact  to  help  him  as  a  friend  and 
I  thmk  Mr.  Hajdeman  has  testified  to  that. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  did  you  ever  have  a  meeting  with  Mr.  Magruder 
and  Mr.  Dean  after  that  meeting  with  Mr.  Haldeman  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Yes  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  was  that  meeting  about  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Well,  this  was  held  at  ilagruder's  request  because 
he  agam  was  concerned  about  this  perjury  question  that  he  might 
have,  and  the  meeting  was  a  quick  runtluoiirh  ajrain  of  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  individuals  as  to  what  was  discussed  prior  to  Mr. 
Magruder's  third  appearance  before  the  grand  jury  back  in  September. 
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Mr.  Dash.  Did  j-oii  agree  at  that  time,  Mr.  Mitchell,  that  you  would 
hold  the  line,  at  least,  if  you  were  called,  to  limit  the  meeting  to  a 
discussion  of  the  election  laws? 

Mr.  ^Mitchell.  No,  that  was  not  the  basis,  to  hold  it  to  the  election 
laws,  Mr.  Dash.  The  basis  of  it  was  for  the  recollection  of  what  had 
happened  and  how  it  would  have  affected  Mr.  Magruder  in  perjury. 
You  see,  if  you  go  back  Magruder  had  said  there  only  had  been  one 
meeting  when  there  actually  had  been  two,  and  so  forth.  It  wasn't  a 
question  of  holding  the  Ime  on  anything.  It  was  a  question  of  the  recol- 
lection of  what  actually  did  happen  vis-a-vis  what  Magruder  ap- 
parently had  testified  to. 

Mr.  Dash.  He  was  obviously  concerned  as  to  what  your  position 
was  going  to  be  if  you  were  called  before  the  ^rand  jury.  Did  you  make 
any  assurances  to  Mr.  ilagruder  at  that  time  ? 

ilr.  Mitchell.  Any  assurances  as  to  what  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  How  would  you  testify  before  the  grand  jury  if  you  were 
called  as  to  the  meetings  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  made  no  assurances  as  to  how  I  was  going  to  testify. 
Obviously  I  was  going  to  testify  as  to  what  happened. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  Mr.  Dean  make  any  assurances  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  Dean  had  a  very  hazy  recollection  of  what  had 
happened.  Obviously,  as  I  think  Mr.  Dean  testified,  he  didn't  want  to 
discuss  the  matter.  He  had  already,  of  course,  gone  to  counsel  and  was 
looking  after  Mr.  Dean's  problems. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  learn  during  April  that  Mr.  Magruder  and  Mr. 
Dean  had  gone  to  see  the  prosecutors? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  learned  about  Mr.  ]\Iagruder,  I  didn't  learn  about 
Mr.  Dean. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  were  you  personally  aware  of  Mr.  Dean's  meetings 
with  the  President  in  March  and  April  that  he  testified  to  before 
this  committee? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Only  the  meeting  of  March  22  at  which,  of  course, 
I  was  present. 

oMr.  Dash.  What  I  am  talking  about  are  the  meetings  of  Septem- 
ber 15, 1972,  the  meeting  of  February  28. 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Now,  Mr.  Dash,  you  are  talking  about  1972. 

Mr.  Dash.  The  meetings  of  September  15.  1972,  with  the  President, 
February  28,  1973,  March  13,  1973,  and  March  21.  Are  you  aware 
of  those  meetings? 

Mr.  iliTCHELL.  Let  me  put  it  this  way.  The  only  meeting  that  I 
was  aware  of,  of  Mr.  Dean  and  the  President,  was  the  one  I  attended 
on  March  22. 

Mr.  Dash.  At  that  meeting  was  there  any  discussion  by  the  Presi- 
dent, by  you  or  by  Mr.  Dean,  concerning  the  "Watergate,  either 
coverup  or  who  may  be  involved  in  an  indictment  or  anytliing  like 
that  on  the  22d? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  None  whatsoever.  The  total  discussion  had  to  do 
with  the  White  House's  response  to  this  committee,  and  I  think  it 
was  prompted,  or  at  least  that  was  my  understanding  at  the  time,  it 
was  prompted  by  the  fact  that  the  President  was  getting  a  pretty 
good  knocking  around  in  the  jjress  on  the  question  of  executive 
privilege.  I  believe  it  arose  with  respect  to  the  Gray  hearings  but  it 
certainly  was  to  be  applicable  to  this  committee's  hearings. 
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•'^'■\P-''^-^-  ^""^"^  y°"  ^®^^  "5  ^^^*  <^he  nature  of  your  discussions 
with  Mr.  Dean  was? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  have  had  so  many  discussions  with  Mr.  Dean  on 
the  matter,  I  cannot  isolate  that  one. 

-   ^^^'  ■^A-^,?"  ^^^^^  ^'°"  s^^Tch.  your  mind?  I  think  it  is  the  firet  time 
in  the  public  press  your  name  became  identified  with  the  break-in 

Mr.  Mitchell.  It  would  have  been  discussed,  I  am  sure,  in  the  con- 
text of  what  was  said  in  the  letter  to  Judge  Sirica  or  with  respect  to 
what  came  out  of  your  executive  session  as  to  what  the  facts,  or  alle<^a- 
__tions,  1  probably  should  say,  were  contained  in  the  particular  items 

Mr.  Dash.  Actually,  following  up  at  least  that  McCord  episode 
were  your  meetings  with  Mr.  Magruder  on  March  27,  where  he  was 
beginning  to  be  concerned  about  the  unraveling  of  the  operations  so 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  your  meeting  with  Mr.  Magruder  and  Mr 
lialdeman  on  March  28  and  your  later  meeting  with  Mr.  Dean  Mr 
Magruder,  and  yourself,  on  a  discussion  of  what  Mr.  Magruder  was 
going  to  do  at  the  grand  j  ury  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  So  this  was  coming  to  a  head  at  this  point,  was  it  not? 
.       Mr.  Mitchell.  Well,  it  was  coming  to  the  point  where  conversations 
increased  as  the  information  came  forth  from  this  committee  or  Mr 
McLord  or  whoever  it  came  forward  from. 

Mn  Dash.  And  at  that  time,  were  you  not  in  active  discussion  with 
Mn  Dean  and  Mr.  Magruder  as  to  how  the  grand  jurj-  testimony  was 
to  be  carried  out  ?  ^     j  j 

Mn  MiTOTELL.  We  had  that  meeting  that  I  have  already  testified  to, 

xV^  ^^  *^®  °"®  meeting  we  had  on  the  subject  matter 

Mr.  Dash.  And  was  that  the  meeting  where  Mr.  Dean  had  indicated, 

at  least,  that  you  were  going  to  hold  fast  to  your  position  that  there 

was  no  discussion  of  electronic  surveillance  or  intelligence  at  that 

meeting?  ° 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  have  never  heard  that.  If  you  are  referrino-  to  the 
memoranduni  that  Mr.  Dean  wrote  after  the  April  10  meeting,  I  do  not 
believe  that  that  is  contained  in  there.  With  respect  to  the  meeting  that 
was  held  with  Dean  and  Magruder,  obviously  not.  There  was  no  such 
concept  discussed  that  there  would  not  be  revelation  of  the  fact  if 
there  had  been  discussions  with  the  Justice  Department  on  electronic 
surveillance. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  Mr.  ilagruder  had  made  the  decision  as  to  what  he 
was  going  to  do  If  you  all  three  stood  together,  he  could  continue  to 
testify  as  he  had.  He  had  testified  to  the  grand  jury  in  August,  he 
testified  at  the  tria  about  those  meetings.  In  fact,  he  said  there  was  one 
meeting  that  had  been  canceled  and  all  he  discussed  was  the  election 
laws.  If  all  three  of  you  had  agreed  to  that,  he  could  have  gone  back 
to  the  grand  jury  and  stuck  to  that.  What  he  was  concerned  about  his 
testimony  IS,  was  that  the  two  of  you,  you  and  Mr.  Dean,  were' not 
going  to  stay  with  him  and  it  was  unraveling  as  to  him.  that  he  had 
committed  perjury  and  he  would  go  back 

Mr.  ^riTciiELL.  That  was  not  the  discussion  between  Dean  and  IMit- 
chel  and  Magruder  on  March  28;  the  fact  that  tliore  had  been  two 
meetings  that  were  shown  in  the  logs  and  that  the  quostion  was  whether 
or  not  Magruder  had  perjured  himself  by  the  basis  upon  which  he  had 
presented  his  testimony  to  the  grand  jury  on  this  subject 
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called  me  in  the  Commerce  DepartinPiit  and  asked  me  to  come  to  New 
York.  I  flew  to  New  York  that  afternoon,  and  discussed  with  him 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know,  whatdate  that  was? 

Mr.  Magrxjder.  That  would  be  ]\[arch  27. 

Mr.  Dash.  27? 

Mr.  Magruder.  A  Tuesday. 

Mr.  Dash.  xVnd  the  year  we  are  talking  about  1973? 

Mr.  Magruder.  1973. 

Mr.  Dash,  ■\^^lat  was  your  discussion  with  Mr.  Mitchell  in  New 
York? 

Mr.  A£\GRirDER.  Well,  I  went  through  all  of  the  problems  I  thought 
could  occur  because  of  the  problems  that  renewed  interest  in  this  case 
would  bring  from  your  committee  and  from  the  grand  jury  and  indi- 
cated what  should  I  do,  and  he  indicated  that  I  should  hold,  that  he 
would  take  care  of  things,  that  everything  would  be  taken  care  of. 

Now,  at  that  time  I  realized  that  he  was  no  longer  directly  involved 
at  the  "White  House,  as  he  had  been,  and  so  I  asked  to  see  Mr.  iFIaldeman 
with  liim  the  next  day  he  was  going  to  Washington. 

Mr.  Dash.  But  at  that  meeting,  Mr.  Magruder,  what  did  you  ask 
Mr.  Mitchell  to  assure  you  of  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Agam  I  asked  for  the  same  assurances  of  salary  and 
being  taken  care  of  if  I  had  to  go  away  for  any  period  of  time. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  mention  Executive  clemency  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Then  you  say  you  asked  for  a  meeting  with  Mr. 
Haldeman? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  I  feel  that  it  would  be  appropriate  since  this 
was  something  now  that  he  was  more  directly  involved  on  a  day-to-day 
basis. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  have  that  meeting  with  Mr.  Haldeman? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  AVhen? 

Mr.  Magruder.  On  the  following  day,  Wednesday,  March  28, 1  think. 
<^Mr.  Dash.  Who  was  present? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Mr.  Haldeman,  Mr.  Mitchell,  and  myself. 

Mr.  Dash.  "VMiat  was  discussed? 

Mr.  ^Iagruder.  Well,  we  discussed  the  same  things  that  we  had 
discussed  with  Mr.  Mitchell,  that  I  discussed  with  Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr. 
Haldeman  was  very  careful  to  indicate  to  me  that  he  would  help  me 
in  any  way  as  a  friend  but  could  make  no  commitments  for  the  Presi- 
dent; indicated  that  the  real  problems  were  differences  of  opinion 
over  meetings,  particularly  the  January  and  February  meetings, 
where,  of  course,  my  view  was  that  since  the  three,  Mr.  jNIitchell,  Mr. 
Dean,  and  I,  had  agreed  to  my  testimony  that  they,  therefore,  should 
stay  with  that  agreement. 

^Ir.  Mitchell  indicated,  of  course,  he  was  willing  to  do  this  but 
^Ir.  Dean  indicated  that  he  had  some  question  about  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  But,  Mr.  Magruder  at  this  time  evei-ybody  knew. 

Mr.  Magruder.  Mr.  Haldeman • 

Mr.  Dash.  Everybody  knew  that  that  agreement  was  an  agreement 
ba?i'd  on  a  false  story,  was  that  not  true? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  that  is  correct. 
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Mr.  Dash.  And  Mr.  Haldeman  knew  that  then,  did  he  not  ? 

Mr.  Magrtjder.  I  cannot  recall  in  my  meeting  with  him  in  January 
whether — yes,  I  am  sure  I  did  discuss  those  meetings,  yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  So  the  attempt  to  get  together  and  agree  on  that  meet- 
ing was  an  attempt  to  get  together  and  agree  on  at  least  from  your 
point  of  view,  would  be  the  full  story? 

]Mr.  Magruder.  That  is  correct,  Mr.  Haldeman  recommended  that 
Mr.  Dean  and  Mr.  Mitchell  and  I  meet,  which  we  did  that  afternoon. 

Mr.  Dash.  "Wliat  was  the  result  of  that  meeting? 

Mr.  Magruder.  I  realize  that  Mr.  Dean  had  different  opinions  then 
as  to  what  he  would  do  probably,  and  so  then  my — I  thought  that 
probably  it  was  more  appropriate  that  even  on  that  ^londay  that  I 
get  separate  counsel  so  that  I  could  get  advice  independent  of  the 
individuals  who  had  participated  with  me  in  these  activities. 

Mr.  Dash.  In  other  words,  you  really  could  not  agree  at  the  meet- 
ing with  Mr.  Mitchell  and  Mr.  Dean. 

^Ir.  iL\GRUDER.  Well,  it  was  cooperative. 

Mr.  Dash.  "What  was  Mr.  Dean's  position? 

Mr.  ]\LiGRUDER.  He  would  not  indicate  a  position. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right.  Did  there  come  a  time  when  you  did  get 
independent  counsel? 

IMr.  Magruder.  Yes,  IMr.  Parkinson,  who  was  counsel  of  the  com- 
mittee, recommended  Mr.  Bierbower  and  on  that  Saturday  I  went 
to  meet  him,  he  was  out  of  the  country,  and  I  met  him  and  we  agreed, 
he  agreed  to  be  my  counsel  that  Saturday  evening. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  there  come  a  time  when  you  decided  that  you  should 
go  to  the  U.S.  attorney's  office  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  When  did  you  go  to  the  U.S.  attorney's  office? 

Mr.  Magruder.  We  agreed,  they  discussed  the  things  with  the  U.S. 
attorney,  I  think  on  April  12  and  I  saw  tliem  informally  on  April  13 
and  saw  them  formally  on  April  14  on  Saturday,  April  14. 

Mr.  Dash.  At  that  time  did  you  tell  everything  to  the  assistant  U.S. 
attorneys? 

Mr.  ]\Iagruder.  Yes,  I  cooperated. 

Mr.  Dash.  \Mio  did  you  meet  with  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Mr.  Silbert,  Mr.  Glanzer,  and  'Sir.  Campbell. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  tell  them  everything  you  are  now  telling  this 
committee? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  have  a  meeting  afterward  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  Mr.  Ehrlichman  called  while  I  Avas  with  the 
U.S.  attorneys  and  asked  me  would  I  come  over  and  talk  to  him  about 
the  case.  We  talked  to  the  U.S.  attorneys  and  they  agi-eed  as  a  couitcsy 
that  we  should  and  Mr.  Bierbower  and  the  other  attorney  with  iir. 
Bierbower  and  I  went  to  see  Mr.  Elirlichman  that  afternoon. 

Mr.  Dash.  Then,  according  to  that  meeting  that  you  had  with  Mr. 
Ehilichman,  what  happened? 

Mr.  Magruder.  We  told  him  in  rather  capsule  form  basically  what  I 
told  vou  this  morning. 

Mi-.  Dash.  All  right. 

Now,  I  have  just  two  final  questions.  I  want  to  go  back  to  the  time 
when  vou  came  back  fiom  Califoii\ia  to  Washington,  putting  you  back 
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Mr.  Magruder.   Earlier  than  that. 

Mr.  Dash.   —  tell  us  what  happened. 

Mr.  Magruder.   We  knew  the  Orand  Jury  was  reconvening  and 
we  knew  one  mistake  the  prosecutors  made,  and  the  only  mistake 
in  defense  of  the  prosecutors,  that  I  think  they  made  is  they 
somehow  nissed  Mr.  Reisner.   I  knew  as  soon  as  they  got  to  him 
the  thing  would  collapse  and  when  they  got  —  when  they  all  got 
to  Mr.  Reisner  I  was  fully  aware  then  much  more  so  than  McCord 
because  I  knew  Mr.  McCord 's  testimony  would  be  hearsay  but  as 
soon  as  they  got  to  Reisner  I  knew  that  the  case  would  start 
collapsing  rather  quickly.   So  I  went  up  to  New  York  on  a 
Tuesday  and  talked  to  Mr.  Mitchell  and  went  through  the  whole 
list  of  things  I  thought  that  I  would  need  if  I  was  going  to  be 
able  to  keep  up  with  this  story. 

Mr.  Dash.   V-Tiat  was  that? 

Mr.  Magruder.   Oh,  you  know,  family,  taking  care  of  the 
family,  job,  that  kind  of  thing.   Executive  clemency. 

Mr.  Dash.   UTiat  did  Mr.  Mitchell  say? 

M.r .  Magruder.   Ke  was  very  positive  but  I  knew  he  was  only 


111 


speaking  for  himself  and  he  made  that  quite  clear.   In  fact,  I 
said  I  can't  accept  it  just  now  from  you  because  you  are  here 
in  V.eM   York,  so  he  asked  me  to  meet  with  him  and  H.aldeman  the 
next  clay  which  I  did.   At  that  meeting  —  I  think  Mr.  iialdeman 
taped  it  as  I  understand  —  Mr.  H.ildcman  was  very  carccul  to 
say  he  would  do  anything  he  could  as  a  friend  to  help  ne  hut  he 
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couldn't  speak  for  the  President.   There  was  a  controversy  over 
the  meetings. 

Mr.  Dash.   Who  was  present  at  that? 

Mr.  Magruder.   Haldeman,  Mitchell  and  myself. 

Mr.  Dash.   VThen  was  that? 

Mr.  Magruder.   The  Wednesday  after  the  Friday  McCord  — 
the  end  of  the  trial.   That  would  be  March. 

Mr.  Dash.   March  23  was  when  Mr.  McCord 's  letter  was  read. 

Mr.  Magruder.   Tuesday  I  went  to  New  York,  at  Mr.  Mit- 
chell's request  went  to  New  York,  discussed  the  problem.   I 
indicated  —  I  had  already  decided  that  if  it  got  to  a  Grand 
Jury  place  again  that  I  would  not  be  able  to  personally  go 
through  this  process  again  but  that  I  would  still  try  to  hold 
if  we  could  work  out  sone  reasonable  way  we  could  hold  with 
that  story.   Then  — 

Mr.  Dash.   Then  you. 

Hr.  Magruder.   I  went  through  with  Mr.  Mitchell  all  the 
questions . 

Mr.  Dash.   You  said  that.   You  weren't  satisifed. 

Mr.  Magruder.   I  asked  to  see  Mr.  Haldeman.   We  met  with 
Mr.  Kaldeman  next  morning. 

Mr.  Dash.   The  29t'i? 

Mr.  Maf^ruder.   The  29th. 

Mr.  Dash.   UTio  was  oresent? 

Mr.  Magruder.   Just  the  three  of  us. 
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Mr.  Dash.   Mitchell  — 

Mr.  Kagruder.   Haldeman  and  myself.   He  indicated  he  ^;ould 
do  anything  he  could  personally  to  help. 

Mr.  Dash.   V.'hat  did  you  say  to  Haldeman? 

Mr.  Miagruder.   In  January  I  had  explained  to  Mr.  Halde- 
man the  problem  .  I  explained  to  him  what  had  happened  that 
night.   I  didn't  know  whether  he  knew  the  facts  in  the  case  and 
I  explained  to  b.im  all  the  facts  in  the  case.   I  went  through 
the  whole  story  in  January.   This  was  an  interview  that  he  and 
I  had  about  what  I  might  do  after  the  Inaugural. 

Mr.  Dash.   Did  he  indicate  he  knew  or  didn't  know  when  you 

told  him? 

Mr,  Magruder.   He  didn't  indicate  anything.   He  just 
listened,  said  he  understood  the  probleri.   That  was  always  — 

Mir.  Dash.   Now  v/e  are  at  March  29. 

i:r.  Miagruder.   He  said  he  would  do  anything  he  could 
personally  as  a  friend  to  help.   He  had  always  had  been  a 
very  good  friend  and  somebody  I  respected  tremendously  and 
enjoyed  working  for.   He  said  you  and  John  Dean  and  John 
Mitchell  have  to  work  out  this  situation.   So  Mitchell,  Dean 
and  I  met  and  the  conflict  was  over  these  meetings.   My  point 
was  v;e  all  agreed  that  I  would  say  this  about  those  meetings. 
Mow  either  you  are  C-oing  to  support  that  or  you  are  not.   If 
you  are  not  goinr,  to  support  that,  I  am  in  a  serious  jam  here, 
and  Mr.  Dean  wouldn't  r-ake  any  co;-riitment .   I  became  very 
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concerned  ac  that  knowing  that  Mr.  Reisner 'was  probably  going 
to  be  following  on  one  hand  and  Dean  on  the  other  hand.   I 
went  to  the  two  attorneys.   They  said  you  — 
Mr.  Dash.   l\rhich  two? 

;:r.  Magruder.   Parkinson  and  O'Brien. 
Mr.  Dash.  \-Ihat   did  you  tell  them? 

Mr.  Magruder.   I  said  I  think  I  have  got  serious  problems 
and  went  through  the  problems.   If  Mr.  Reisner  went,  if  Mr. 
Dean  said  this  I  would  be  the  one  caught  in  the  box  here. 

Mr.  Dash.   Was  this  the  first  time  you  spoke  to  Mr. 
Parkinson  and  Mj ,  O'Brien  about  the  matter  of  your  involvement? 
Mr.  Magruder.   I  don't  want  to  say  the  first  time. 
Mr.  Dash.   Earlier  you  had  given  Mr.  Parkinson  the  full 
story. 

Mr.  Magruder.   Yes.   So  I  would  say  in  any  detail,  yes,  in 
detail.   We  mentioned  it  other  times.   I  saw  a  lot  of  Parkin- 
son and  O'Brien  during  the  entire  investigation. 
Mr.  Dash.   After  the  trial  or  before? 
Mr.  Magruder.   After  the  trial. 

Mr.  Dash.   After  the  trial  did  you  then  raise  with  Parkin- 
son and  O'Brien  your  involvement? 

Mr.  Magruder.   Yes,  and  they  suggested  it  might  be  time 
for  me  to  get  independent  counsel  and  they  suggested  Mr. 
Bierbower  and  I  v;ent  doi^  to  see  Mr.  Bierbower.   Within  six 
days  we  had  agreed  that  the  only  alternative  for  me    to  do  is  to 
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17.     On  March  28,  1973  John  Ehrlichman  telephoned  Attorney  General 
Klelndienst  on  the  President's  Instructions  and  asked  Kleindienst  a 
series  of  questions  which  the  President  had  dictated  and  which  Ehrlich- 
man had  hand  written  on  a  piece  of  paper.   Ehrlichman,  during  the  con- 
versation, told  Kleindienst  that  the  President  directed  him  to  tell  the 
Attorney  General  that  the  best  information  he  had  or  has  is  that  neither 
Dean,  Haldeman,  Colson  nor  Ehrlichman  nor  anybody  in  the  White  House 
had  any  prior  knowledge  of  the  Watergate  burglary  and  that  the  President 
was  counting  on  the  Attorney  General  to  provide  him  with  any  informa- 
tion to  the  contrary  and  to  contact  him  direct.   Ehrlichman  also  told 
the  Attorney  General  that  serious  questions  were  being  raised  with 
regard  to  John  Mitchell  and  the  President  wanted  the  Attorney  General 
to  communicate  to  him  any  evidence  or  Inferences  on  that  subject. 
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17.2     JOHN  EHRLICHMAN  LOG,   MARCH  28,    1973 

TUESDAY.    MARCH  Zl.J^Ul       '  -"^ f'^ 
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H!i!f!ir°''*^''i'^  '71  ''°*'  "°^"^  *"  "i«^'«  against  anybody  until  he  had 
S;  waT  ""^  '""'^  '''  "^"'  *'"^  ^^"^'^  ^^'^"y  had'^.nd  then  would  go 

whrjrro^xri.^-  ^'^^ '''- '-'-'  tii.Xut^StwSls 

„n\^K  ^"'^'^«^^-^^-  No,  sir,  not  until  way  late  in  the  game  He  lifted 
t^fat  tXT  """"  ^^^.."'^'^  '^"^^  '"^  ^«^  a"d  said,Taml!tisfiS 

^^Senator  GuK>-zr.  That  is  when  he  transferred  the  assignnient  to 

Mr.  Ehkjlichman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  GuRNEr.  What  date  was  that? 

i»lr.  l!>HRLicHKA>r.  March  30 

on  Ma«h  30  ?„'d*if  wT-  *?"  "?f  '  '''V? '"  'h.Sde„fs  office 

about  10  ^f;  V°"f  '^'°'^'  ^  ^  ^^^"'  H«  ^"«d  me  ?own  for  j^l 
s^iH  «ri  '  ,^^"' ^bat  IS  It  you  expect  me  to  do  basically"  and  he 
tnL^       r^  T"  *^  '^P  ^"^«  ^^h'^t  I^ea'^  has  been  doinXre  Tneed 

tr!fTJf-^  I  i^^^  ^  ^^""^  somebody  set  this  strategy  with  regard 
pkSf  afff  nl^^t  '^'"^^"t  '^"'i  theVand  jury  aS  TiSe  cSher 
thHnlv  tiifF^St^  ^r^  where  the  truth  lies  in  this  thing."  And 

i'p\T.l  TJ.s'ts';!  r  Str  ^  ^"^"  ^-  ^^-  -  ^^^ 

wifrttV^S.^  ^^^^  *^«  --ting  between  11  a.m.  and  1  p.n.. 

(  po^'of^Satrn^^^-  ^  ^^'rr-J'^'  >'^  ^"^--i-  That  was  for  the  pur- 
I  A^I  dictating  to  me  a  list  of  questions  that  he  wanted  put  to  the 
I  Attorney  General,  and  I  believe  that  telephone  call  to  the  fttorn^v 
£  w::\ra'v elin^'^^L'^^^^  T  "fit  '^^T'^'^^.r^^  tt  n^^xt'tc'Sf^ 
28tir  and  T  thpf'xvL?/  ""■  ^^t'  P^'""^  ^"  ^^^^  Kleindienst  on  the 
PiSident  haS  IT  to  t'^'^V:  ^"^^^"««n  l^^t  of  questions  that  the 
imXment  of^?ohn  AfU^}'*  ^^' .fr^'-^  «^  ^^^^  ^'''S^'  ^^out  the 
KleSenst  Xht  hnv5  """'  P^'^^^i  any  jK-ssible  evidence  that 
inl^r;  d  at  Se^O,™,^  tte^ToT;  Fl  'V^'"'''  oianyhody  else  being 

ne>  uene.al  that  it  he  had  any  such  evidence  or  if  he  developed  any 
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such  evidence^  that  he  was  then  to  transmit  it  directly  to  the  President, 
not  through  me,  not  tliroucrh  anybody  else  at  the  White  House  but 
direct  to  the  President,  and  in  that  message  I  did,  as  you  see  in  the 
transcript,  that  I  did  transmit  to  the  Attorney  General. 

Senator  Gitkxey.  Do  we  have  those  questions  that  he 

Jlr.  EiiRLiCHMAx.  Xo,  sir,  you  do  not.  They  are  a  part  of  my  notes 
of  the  meeting  of  the  aith  which  are  in  the  President's  file. 

Senator  Gtjkney.  How  many  questions  were  there  ? 

Mr.  Ehrliciimax.  Well,  there  are  about  10  or  12  topics,  I  thmk, 
written  out  on  a  piece  of  paper. 

Senator  Gurxey.  Would  you  give  us  to  the  best  of  your  recollection 
what  the  topics  were  and  what  the  questions  were'^ 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  think  I  can  do  that  best,  Senator,  by  looknng  at 
that  telephone  conveisation  and— because  I  think  that  that  transcript 
is  quite  faithful  to  the  list.  I  just  went  down  the  list  in  talking  with 
the  Attorney  General.  I  don't  seem  to  have  that  in  my 

Senator  (jurney.  The  telephone. 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  The  telephone  call  with  Mr.  IGeindienst  on  the 

2Sth.  ^      ,    ,  •  1, 

Senator  Guhxey.  I-wonder  if  the  committee  would  hand  this  to  the 
witness,  Mr.  Ehrlichman.  That  apparently  is  it.  If  we  have  another 
copy  I  wish  I  could  have  it,  too,  but  I  think  it  is  better  you  have  it  at 

the  moment.  •    ,      i  - 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  We  have  a  copy  here ;  I  may  have  stuck  it  back  in 

the  file. 

Thank  you  veiy  much. 

Senator  GuRXEY.l  have  a  cop3' here  now. 

Senator  Ervix.  Let  the  reporter  assign  that  the  appropriate  exhibit 
number. 

[The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  No.  99.*] 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Actually  the  first  sentence,  as  I  recall,  is  only 
partly  on  this  transcript  and  it  said,  "There  are  a  number  of  thinois 
the  President  wanted  me  to  cover  with  you,"  and  only  the  latter  half 
of  that  sentence  is  in  the  transcript. 

Senator  Gurxey.  If  we  could,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  this  is  very  impor- 
tant, but  if  you  could  summarize  these  as  briefly  as  you  can  it  will  help 
out  the  committee  because  I  think  my  own  time  is  running  out  here. 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  You  will  see  in  the  fourth  paragraph  I  said. 
"No.  1,  he  wanted  me  to  ask  you  these  two  things  that  I  did  yesterday 
about  the  grand  jury  and  about  Baker,"  meaning  Senator  Baker,  and 
then  we  go  into  an  inquiry  about  some  statements  that  Senator  Weicker 
had  made  to  the  press  which  the  President  had  asked  Pat  Gray  to  check 
into.  Then,  and  the  'President  wanted  a  report  on  whether  Senator 
Weicker  had  any  evidence  or  not  to  support  these  asseitions. 

Senator  Gurxey.  I  think  perhaps  you  had  better  explain  a  little 
more  about  Senator  Baker  who  is  not  here  so  we  can  know  that  there 
is  no 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Well,  the  President  had  designated  John  Dean  as 
the  "\\nute  Mouse  contact  on  Watergate,  or  the  Wliite  House  leadman 
oil  Watergate,  as  I  say  in  February.  He  had  also  designated  the  Attor- 
ney General  as  the  administration  contact  to  the  committee,  and  had 

•See  p.   2944. 
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asked  the  Attorney  General  to  be  in  touch  with  Senator  Baker  with 
legard  to  comnuttee  rules  and  teclmical  matters  of  that  kind 

Senator  Cjurney.  This  was  just  a  liaison  matter  'i 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  YeSjSir. 

Senator  Gukney.  So  he  can  find  out  what  was  <'oin<r  on  what  tho 
committee  planned  to  do,  that  sort  of  thin-  ^  ^      °      ' 

f.5'';.^'?^''"^?^-  '^^^*^  ^^  ^'"'■^*^^-  So"  he  was  asking  for  a  report 
from  the  Attorney  General  on  that.  ^ 

lir&h*'n®  way  it  comes  back  to  me  that  in  the  meeting  that  Dean  and 
Mitchell  and  Haldeman  and  I  had  in  the  President's  office  on  the  l^d 
that  the  President  had  picked  up  the  phone  and  called  tlie  AUorn;? 
P^m^?flo^"?  ^'''J}"^  f'?'"^  questions  to  ask  Senator  Baker  about 
committee  timing  and  that  kmd  of  thing  so  that  he  would  be  advisS 

Generaton  that  '^  '^'  "°^ '''  ""'^^  '^^  '^^^  ^^^  ^--  ^^«  ^^^^^ 

wIt"eonL'?JmSti?eti'sr  '^"^"'^  "^^'^  ^^^^^-"^'  ^^^^^ 

saJfhrst^vn  ^i^T.^^t^^-  ^/  ^^'^^  "T^«  President  said  for  me  to 
say  tins  to  you  that  the  best  information  he  has  had  and  has.  is  that 

mSrh^'r  T  H-ldeman  nor  Colson  nor  I  nor  anybody  Se Um- 
rmttee  has  had  any  prior  knowledge  of  this  burglary  He  sS  that  he 
ff  Sf  t^.rn  ^'^^  to  provide  him  .?ith  any  infoi^atin  to  thetntra^ 
rimmi^i^  'if-  ^^^Z?*'  J""^  '^^'^^^^t  ^im  direct.  Xow  as  far  as  tS 
£r?^v  ^"^  ?^"?k''^  '"  concei-ned  he  said  that  serious  question^ 
^mebody  raised  with  regard  to  Mitchell  and  he  would  lHvewisTwaS 

on  th^t'^r-     '  "^'^  "^"^  "^^  '"'^^"^^  "^  i^*'^— «  ^--  ^^d-- 

Senator  Gurney.  I  think  we  had  better  stop  there, 
floln    ''^^'™^"  ^''^"^^  ^"'^  t«  «^e  that  we  have  a  vote  on  the  Senate 

Senator  Ervin.  We  will  stand  in  recess. 
[Kecess.] 

wifnS!'"'  ^^'^'  ^'"*^'  ^"™'y  ^^  ^^^  *^«  questioning  of  the 
M?Thriichrar"  '  ''^  "^  "^^^  ''^^^  ^'  ^^  '^""^^  of  P-g«  2, 

oveJ'th!  A«o?nrP  ^''''P^''  ^  '^r  •?"""«  recess  that  I  had  skipped 
over  the  Attorney  General's  remarks  in  the  middle  of  pa«re  2  whero  in 
response  to  my  general  inquiry,  a  previous  inqui^  also^  ^e  said  he  hS 

vestigated,  to  let  the  chips  fall  where  they  may,  but  second  if  an  vh^H^ 
has  any  information  we  not  only  want  it  we  exrSt  WpmV  l^i     ^ 

S:n?'-  'i  ^'^^^^  '""''^  ^,"*^-'  otht^'p^^lTS  Lf  an'^boTw'S: 
withheld  mformation  would  be  obstructing  justice."  The  Attorney 

?v~»e^^el^Ll^.^^«  ^^-^  -^  ^'  -^  ^tting^tht^TS 

wST'  *^^!i  ""^i^'!  l°P  of  P^"«  ^  ^^'^^  significance  of  the  McCord  letter 


(403) 


27.2     JOHN  EHRLICHMAN  TESTIMONY,  JULY  27,    1973,    7  SSC  2747-50 

2750 

if  Mr  :VIitchen  were  to  be  involved,  and  he  says  here  that  he  has  no 
evident  at  tliis  time  that  he  is,  but  if  he  were,  that  we  should  give  some 
thought  ill  such  an  event  to  having  a  special  prosecutor,  the  Attorney 
Genel-al  would  feel  he  would  have  to  recuse  himself.  Then  I  asked 
him  what  the  President's  position  would  be  in  the  event  of  such  a 
thing  and  at  the  bottom  of  page  3  and  middle  of  page  4  he  advises  such 
a  piocedure.  Then  we  discussed,  and  again  this  is  an  item  on  my  list, 
the  matter  of  immunity ;  who  determines  whether  immunity  will  be 
granted  mechanically,  and  he  said  the  Department  of  Justice  deter- 
mined that  insofar  as  the  grand  jury  was  concerned  but  so  far  as  the 
Senate  committee  is  concerned  that  it  made  that  determination  in 
conjunction,  I  don't  think  he  said  in  conjunction  with  the  court,  but 
that  these  were  two  separate  procedures. 

Then  another  item  on  my  list  was  the  status  of  the  court  action  which 
I  have  referred  to  previously  in  testimony  here,  in  answer  to  a  question 
by  Senator  Weicker,  and  then  finally  I  was  asked  to  tell  him  that  there 
was  a  possibility  that  the  President  -wanted  to  see  him  in  San  Clemente 
the  following  Saturday.  The  Attorney  General  at  that  time  was  in 
Arizona,  was  planning  to  be  in  Los  Angeles,  and  in  point  of  fact  that 
meetintr  did  take  place  in  San  Clemente  subsequent  to  this  phone  call. 
Senator  Gue>t:y.  Did  the  President  tell  you  at  the  time  he  gave  these 
questions  to  you  why  he  was  asking  you  to  inquire  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral rather  than  Mr." Dean,  did  that  come  up? 

Mr.  Ehrhchman.  No,  sir,  it  did  not  come  up  and  I  did  not  ask. 
Senator  Gubxey.  But  in  retrospect  you  think  he  was  perhaps  ha\nng 
doubts  whether  he  was  getting  a  fiill  storv  or  not  ? 

Mr.  EiiRLiCHMAx.  Yes,  up  until  then  Mr.  Dean  had  been  the  contact 
with  the  Attorney  General  in  matters  of  this  kind. 

Senator  Gurnet.  Then  on  what  date  did  the  President  give  this  full 
assignment  to  you  to  run  "Watergate  down  for  him  ? 
Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Two  days  later. 

■Senator  Gurxet.  I  think  I  had  better  stop  there,  Mr.  Chairman, 
because  I  have  taken  enough  time.  . 

Senator  Er\-ix.  Well,  Senator,  I  woidd  not  want  to  cut  you  off.  This 
is  a  very  serious  investigation  we  are  making  and  you  could  proceed 
until  noon  if  you  have  further  questions  and  then  we  can  recess  for  the 
lunch  hour. 

Senator  GtrRXET.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Let  me  then  complete,  if  we  can,  the  assignment  you  had  from  the 
President  to  now,  be  the  sort  of  chief  Watergate  investigator  in  the 
White  House. 

Would  you  tell  the  committee  about  that,  what  you  found  and  what 
you  reported  to  the  President  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  have  tried  to  disclaim  the  designation  "investi- 
gator," Senator,  because  I  don't  consider  what  I  did  to  be  an  investiga- 
tion, to  a  conclusive  result. 

Senator  Gcrxey.  You  certainly  can  define  your  role.  I  didn't  mean 
to  imply  something  you  "were  not  doing. 

Afr.  EiiRLicinrAX.  I  had  to  get  up  to  speed  on  this.  I  was  not  follow- 
ing the  law  on  the  matter  and  so  the  first  thing  that  I  did  in  another 
conveisation  with  the  Attoiney  General  was  to  arrange  to  have  some- 
one in  tlie  Department  of  Justice  prepare  for  me  a  thorough  brief  of 
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have  a  new  Attorney  General,  confirmation  and  all  the  problems,  and 
sojnebody  comin<;  in  braiuliiew  right  now." 

As  I  always  have  tried  to  do,  I  tried  to  respect  the  wishes  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  I  said,  "I  hope  it  is  not  going  to  be  long 
after  September.  1  won't  be  thinking  of  that  date  now.  I  want  to  get 
out  of  liere  as  soon  as  1  can,  but  I  will  agree  with  you  that  I  will  not 
submit  my  resignation  in  September." 

Mr.  DoRSEX.  I  am  going  to  pass  by  certain  other  events  that  oc- 
curred in  this  period,  including  any  role  you  may  have  played  in  the 
confirmation  hearings  of  Mr.  Gray",  your  receipt  of  any  records  from 
the  CIA,  and  discussions  as  to  the  role  you  were  perhaps  to  play  in 
connection  with  this  committee,  and  direct  your  attention  instead  at 
this  time  to  a  convei-sation  I  believe  you  had  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman  on 
]\larch  28,  1973. 
Do  you  recall  that  conversation  ? 
^^j\Ir.  Kleindienst.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  May  we  have  shown  to  the  witness  what  purports  to 
be  a  transcript  of  a  conversation  on  March  28,  1973,  between  Mr. 
Kleindienst  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman? 
Mr.  Kleindienst.  Is  that  the  one  that  Mr.  Ehrlichman  taped? 
Mr.  Dorsen.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Kleindienst.  Then  I — T  have  had  my  memory  vividly  refreshed 
with  respect  to  that  conversation. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Did  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  before  that  conversation  started, 
tell  you  he  was  taping  it  ? 

Sir.  Kleindienst.  No,  sir.  And  if  he  had,  some  of  the  words  that  I 
used  and  that  appear  in  this  exhibit  would  not  have  been  said  bv  me, 
Mr.  Dorsen. 

Mr.  DoRSEN.  Well,  in  the  interests  of  moving  along  I  will  not  at- 
tempt to  question  you  about  the  contents  of  that  conversation  but 
merely  about  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  not  advising  you. 

Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Ehrlichman  made  a  practice  of  recording 
tiiese  phone  calls?  " 

Mr.  Kleindienst.  I  don't  know.  I  learned  of  this  as  a  result  of  tliese 
hearings.  I  don't  think  I  have  language,  appropriate  language  in  a 
public  hearing  of  tjiis  kind,  to  describe  the  reaction  that  I  had  when 
I  learned  of  this.  I  think  it  is  reprehensible.  I  think  it  is  incredible. 
The  concept  of  somebody  at  the  "Wliite  House  tapinsr  a  telephone  con- 
versation with  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  when  he  is 
talkmg  to  them  about  business  that  relates  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  is  iust  bcvond  my  comprehension.  And  like  T  sav.  I  don't 
want  to  be  subiective  but  I  don't  think  I  have  at  mv  command  language 
that  adequately  expresses  mv  feelings  about  this  incident. 

Mr.  DoRsKN.  Does  that  document  that  T  have  shown  vou  appear  to 
be  an  accurate  transcription  of  the  conversation? 
Mr.  Kleixdienst.  T  tliink  so. 

]\fr.  DoRSFN.  ]\rr.  riiairman,  may  T  request  that  the  transcript  be 
pbced  jTi  evidence? 

Mr.  Kr.EiXDTFvsT.  T  would  like  to  have  the  opportunity  for  the  bene- 
fit of  two  persons  who  used  to  lh>  friends  of  mine.  Senator  TVeicker 
and  Judge  Siiica.  tn  explain  some  of  the  concepts  that  T  had  and  why 
T  used  some  of  the  languaeo  that  T  did  as  a  result  of  my  conversation 
Jiifh  :\rr.  Ehrlichman. 
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Exhibit  No.  99 

Conversation  with  AG  Kleindienst,  March  28, 1973 

K.    Kleindienst. 
E.    Ehrlichman. 

B.    The  President  wanted  me  to  cover  with  you.  Are  you  on  an  outside  line? 

K     I'm  at  my  parents'  house.  ,         ^        ,      „ 

B  Oh  fine,  OK,  so  it's  a  direct  line?  Number  one,  he  wanted  me  to  ask  you 
those  two  things  that  I  did  yesterday  about  the  grand  ju"?  and  about  Baken 
He  had  me  call  Pat  Gray  and  have  Pat  contact  Lowell  Welcker  to  ask 
Weicker  about  this  second  story  that  he  put  out  yesterday  to  the  effect  that 
he  had  information  about  White  House  involvement.  And  Weicker  told  Gray 
that  he  was  talking  ther«  about  political  sabotage  and  not  about  the  Water- 
gate. 

K.    About  the  Segretti  case? 

B.    Yeah,  and  that  he  was  quite  vague  with  Pat  as  to  what  he  had. 

K     I  called  him  also,  you  know,  after  I  talked  to  the  President  on  Monday. 

b"  Well,  the  President's  feeling  is  that  it  wouldn't  be  too  bad  for  you  »n  your 
press  conferences  in  the  next  couple  of  days  to  take  a  swing  at  that  and  just 
say  we  contacted  the  Senator  because  we  continue  to  exercise  diUgence  in 
this  thing  and  we're  determined  to  track  down  every  lead  and  It  turns  out 

K     I%^fd  rea^Uy  at  this  deUcate  point  question  the  advisability  of  provoking. 
"    you  know,  a  confrontation  with  Weicker.  He's  essentially  with  us,  he  and 
Baker  get  along  good. 

K.  Baker  has  had  a  long  talk  with  him  and  told  him  to  shut  up  and  said  that 
he  would  and  I  talked  with  him  on  Sunday  after  he  said  he  didn  t  have  any- 
thing but  he's  kind  of  an  excitable  kid  and  we  just  might  ««*  ^-^njt  to 
alienate  him  and  I  think  that  if  he  finds  himself  in  a  direct  word  battle  with 
the  White  House  and  me  and  loses  face  about  it  I  think  in  the  long  run  we 

B.    Ts^.  You  don't^^i^^'that  this  is  evidence  of  aUenation  to  the  point  of  no 

return  then? 
K.    No.  You  mean  by  Lowell? 

K.  No  l' don't.  He's  pretty  disenchanted  with  the  whole  concept  of  It.  Connect- 
icut politician 

B.    Well,  use  your  own  judgment  on  it,  Richard.      ^^,^.         .  ^^ ^„^  K«fnr» 

K  On  -TV  I  guess  7  or  8  times  this  Sunday  when  I  finished  my  testimony  before 
my  appropriations  committee  all  three  networks  I  referr«i  to  the  letter  that 
I  sent  to  Sirica  and  I  also  emphasized  and  repeatedly  said  (a)  the  President 
wants  this  investigated,  let  the  chips  fall  where  they  will  but  secondly  that 
if  anybody  has  any  information  we  not  only  want  it  we  expect  to  get  it  so 
we  can  investigate  it  and  If  necessary  indict  other  Pe?Ple  and  that  anybody 
who  withholds  information  like  that  is  obstructing  justice.  But  I  did  not 
refer  to  Weicker.  And  my  Judgment  right  now  is  not  to  do  so. 

B.    OK,  OK. 

K.     If  he  gets  to  that  point,  the  hell  with  him.  ,^  ^  ..        „     *_i„„ 

B  Well,  our  uneducated  and  uninformed  impression  was  that  he  was  trying 
■     to  develop  an  attack  line  here  on  the  White  House  or  the  President. 

K  If  that  .  .  if  we  would  conclude  tiiat  that  is  what  he's  up  to  that  he  is 
completely  alienated  then  I  say  we've  got  to  take  him  on.  ,^„,u 

E.  Well,  keep  track  of  that  and  you'll  be  talking  to  Baker  and  y«?  get  a  fe^ ,f  »*• 
OK,  now,  the  President  said  for  me  to  say  this  to  you.  That  the  best  in- 
formation he  had  and  has  is  that  neither  Dean  nor  Haldeman  nor  Colson 
nor  I  nor  anybody  in  the  White  House  had  any  pnor  knowledge  of  this 
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burglary.  He  said  that  he's  counting  on  you  to  provide  him  with  any  in- 
^^T^°f  *"  ">e  «'n''-ary  if  it  ever.turns  up  and  you  just  contact  him  direS. 
Now  as  far  as  the  Committee  to  re-elect  is  concern^  he  said  that  seS 
questions  are  being  raised  with  regard  to  Mitchell  and  he  would  iS^ 
Tn  tha^  suSrt  °"°  *  ^**  ^^  ^^  evidence  or  inferences  from  evidence 

K.  With  respect  to  them,  unless  something  develops  with  these  7  people  who 
were  convicted  aU  those  people  testified  under  oath  before  a  giandjmr  and 
their  testimony  was  not  contradictory  and  until  something  comes  along  I 
S-.'^'t  ^^^.T  ?^'^/'^  '^  ^^  ^^^  something  besides  his  oin  t^stii^ony  in 
addition  to  that  to  refute  the  sworn  tesUmony,  then  you'd  have  to  do  it. 

T,     ^f  ^P™™^'  'li^t  I  made  yesterday  about  McCord  was  that  it  tokes 

E.    Take  him  for  what  he  is.  "»^ca 

^'  ^tL^^f'^l  *  '"w^J?"  sentence  and  he  has  aU  kinds  of  motives  to  say  all 
kinds  of  things  but  I  also  pointed  out  that  most  of  the  people,  well  th^ 
people  who  were  involved  were  interviewed  by  the  FBI  and  they  testified 
nnder  oath  before  a  grand  jury  to  the  contrary  of  what  McCord  Is  saying. 
But  I  understand  the  President's  direction.  on/iag. 

B.    He's  concerned  about  Mitchell. 

K.     So  am  I. 

E.  And  he  would  want  to  have  a  private  communication  from  yon  if  yon  are 
possessed  of  any  information  that  yoa  think  he  ought  to  have  with  regard 
to  John.  " 

K.  Now  he  ought  to  think  about  John— McCord  or  Liddy  or  Hunt  or  any  of 
these  7,  you  know,  testify  under  oath  specifically  to  their  knowledge  they 
have  a  basis  for  saying  so  that  Mitchell  or  any  of  these  guys  knew  about  it  • 
we  have  a  very  serious  problem.  Possible  perjury,  possibility  of  going  back 
to  the  grand  jury,  they  have  a  grand  jury  determine  when  anyone  should  be 
in^cted.  When  you  talk  about  MitcheU  and  me  that  really  creates  the 
highest  confilct  of  interest.  And  we  want  to  give  some  thought  to  havin* 
in  such  an  event  having  a  special  prosecutor. 

E.     What  is  the  procedure  for  that? 

K.  Well,  I  don't  know.  I  think  that  the  President  could  appoint  somebody  as 
a  special  prosecutor  to  direct  the  FBI  to  cooperate  with  him,  giving  them  an 
opportunity  to  hire  some  attorneys,  you  know,  on  his  staff  and  then  just 
have  complete  authority  to  have  his  own  investigation  and  if  there's  evidence 
that  comM  out  that  there  were  acts  of  criminal  behavior  have  them  presented 
to  a  grand  jury  then  proceed  with  it.  ':«="i.«« 

E.    Could  you  have  somebody  brief  out  how  that's  done?  Just  so  we  know'  And 

whoS'aUy  Z?it''  ""'"'''''"  "'^  ''''''"*'"'  '''  ^'^™  "'  y'*''  "^  ^°°  '^o^ 

^-    XuldtThr'presid^nt''  *"'""  '^^  ^"'^*  ""^  "*»  Jurisdiction.  I  think  it 
B.     OK. 

^'  ^r»  n^^fJ'^T?"^  problems  that  by  doing  that  you  in  effect  say  pubUcly 
well  OK  the  Department  of  Justice  and  the  Attorney  General  the  US 
get^sri/a  n^t.^^  °"  corrupt.  I've  now  found  that  out  and  have  got  to 

B.    Of  course  we've  resisted  that  right  straight  through. 

iii'-c^J?'"'  we  have  to  do  it  in  the  event  that  it  appears  that  Mitchell  him- 
fi  ^t^'°f>,!'*  •'«  "^'ol'^ed  in  any  further  litigation  because  all  the  men  who 
are  doing  this  who  have  worked  for  him  been  appointed  and  I  think  if  it 
r^mmeZing  ''"'*  *'*'^  ^^"^  ^  ^'^^^  seriously  start:  thinking  about, 

t!^  lo'fl^°^'°*1f  °f  *.^^  ^*°'  **'  immunity  to  witnesses  before  the  grand 

jury,  is  that  peculiarly  in  the  provineeof  the  court? 
K.    No,  that's  the  Department  of  Justice. 
E.     That  is? 


E 


K. 


In  alm<wt  eveir  criminal  case  of  any  consequence  when  we  convict  some- 

o^  whnt  th!  J"°^  ^l^°l^  *'""'  *''*°'  ^"''^  '°  ^^^^  "  S'-and  JUT  to  find 
Ouitl^  lU^fYf-  "'''^-  I?"  ^"""^  '°  ^^  ''  '°  f'^'^  cas^always  going  to  do  it. 
gmte  a  limitation  posed  on  us  John  is  that— who  couldn't  cut  it  (inaudible) 

ir,nni^,^\  r  T'  l,''^^?  '"^""^'  Situations  here.  Ton  have  the  Watergate 
Ih2  ol^o.n^-^^""'*''  ^i^'°'  ^'^"'^  ^^^  political  side  of  it.  And  then  you  have 
tne  Obligation  imposed  upon  us  to  investigate  criminal  conduct.  Two  separate 
distinct  operations.  They're  getting  all  fuzzed  up.  !»«?P'»rute 
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E      What  progress  are  they  making  right  now,  have  you  had  a  reading  on  it? 

K      Well,  the  last  time  I  tallied  to  Henry  Monday  because  of  Sirica's  sentencing 
procedures  it  got  a  little  boxed  up.  Sirica  is  really  lousing  this  thing  up.  I  - 
don't  know.  I'm  going  to  talk  to  Petersen  this  morning  and  I'll  call  you 
back. 

E.     OK,  great,  that's  all  I  had  on  my  list. 

K.     Thanks,  John.  .     ...      ^  .      c. 

E  Now,  he  said  that  there  was  a  possibility  he  d  like  to  see  you  in  ban 
Clemente  Saturday  morning  first  thing.  So  you  might  just  keep  that  in  the 
back  of  your  mind.  Don't  rearrange  any  of  your  schedules  or  anything  but 
I'll  let  you  know  if  that  materializes.  We'd  send  a  chopper  up  to  LA  for  you. 
Thank  you. 

K.     OK. 
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TRANSCRIPT  PREPARED  BY  THE  IMPEACHMENT  INQUIRY 
STAFF  FOR  THE  HOUSE  JUDICIARY  COMMITTEE  OF  A 
RECORDING  OF  A  TELEPHONE  CONVERSATION  BETWEEN 
RICHARD  G.  KLEINDIENST  AND  JOHN  D.  EHRLICHMAN 
ON  MARCH  28,  1973 


EHRLICHMAN:    Uh,  the  President  v/anted  me  to  cover  with  you  —  are 
you  on  an  outside  line? 

KLEINDIENST:   I'm  at  my  parents'  house. 

EHRLICHMAN:    Oh,  fine,  okay,  so  it's  a  direct  line? 

KLEINDIENST:   No  problem. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


Uh,  number  one,  he  wanted  me  to  ask  you  those  two  things 
that  I  did  yesterday  about  the  grand  jury  and  about 
Baker.   Uh,  he  had  me  call  Pat,  Pat  Gray  and  have  Pat 
contact  Lowell  Weicker  to  ask  Weicker  about  this  second 
story  that  he  put  out  yesterday  to  the  effect  that  he  had 
information  about  White  House  involvement.   And,  uh, 
Weicker  told  Gray  that,  uh,  uh,  he  was  talking  there 
about  political  sabotage  and  not  about  the  Watergate. 

KLEINDIENST:   Talking  about  the  Segretti  testimony. 

EHRLICHMAN:    Yeah,  yeah,  and  that,  uh,  uh  he  was  quite  vague  with  Pat 
as  to  what  he  had. 
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KLEINDIENST:   Yeah,  I  called,  I  called  him  also,  you  know,  after  I 
talked  to  the  President  on 


EHRLICHMAN: 


Yeah, 


KLEINDIENST:   Monday  [unintelligible] 

EHRLICHMAN:  Right.  Well,  the  President's  feeling  is  that,  uh,  it 
wouldn't  be  too  bad  for  you  in  your  press  conferences 
in  the  next  couple  of  days  to  take  a,  to  take  a  swing 
at  that 

KLEINDIENST:    Okay, 


EHRLICHMAN: 


KLEINDIENST: 


and  just  say,  uh,  we  contacted  the  Senator  because  we 
continue  to  exercise  diligence  in  this  thing  and  we're 
determined  to  track  down  every  lead,  and  uh,  it  turns 
out  he  doesn't  have  anything. 

I  would  really,  uh,  at  this  delicate  point  question  the 
advisability  of  provoking,  you  know,  a  confrontation 
with  Weicker.   He's  essentially  with  us,  he  and  Baker 
get  along  good. 


EHRLICHMAN : 


Is  he? 


KLEINDIENST:   Baker  is  —  had  a  long  talk  with  him  and  told  him  to 
shut  up  and  said  he  would  and  I  talked  to  him  on 
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Sunday  and.  you  know,  after  he  said  he  didn't  have 
anything,  uh,  but  he's  kind  of  an  excitable  kid  and 

[clears  throat]  we  just  might,  just  might  not  want  to. 
you  know,  alienate  him  and  I  think  that  if  he  finds 
himself  in  a  direct  word  battle  with  the  White  House 
and  me  and  if  he  gets  his,  you  know,  his  face  [chuckles] 
loses  face  about  it 


EHRLICHMAN: 


Yeah. 


KLEINDIENST:   I  think  in  the  long 
EHRLICHMAN:    I  see. 


run  we  might  need  that  guy's  vote. 


KLEINDIENST:   You  know. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


KLEINDIENST: 


You  think,  you,  you  don't  think  that  this  is  evidence  of 
alienation  to  the  point  of,  uh,  no  return  then? 

No.   You  mean  by  Lowell? 


EHRLICHMAN:    Yeah. 


KLEINDIENST:   No,  I  don't. 


EHRLICHMAN:    Okay. 


KLEINDIENST:   But  it's,  you  know,  he's  pretty  disenchanted  with  the 

whole  concept  of  it  and  he  is  also  willing  to  talk  about 
this  Connecticut  politician  
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EHRLICHMAN : 


Well,  use  your  own  judgment  on  it,  Richard. 


KLEINDIENST : 


In,  uh,  [clears  throat]  on  T.V.  I  guess  seven  or  eight 
times  this  Sunday  when  I  finished  my  testimony  before 
my  appropriations  committee  [unintelligible]  all  three 
networks  out  there,  I  referred  to  the  letter  that  I  sent 
to  Sirica  and  I  also  emphasized  and  repeatedly  said 
(a)  the  President  wants  this  investigated,  let  the  chips 
fall  where  they  will,  but  secondly  that  if  anybody  has 
any  information,  you  know,  \ih,  we  not  only  want  it,  we 
expect  to  get  it  so  you  can  investigate  it  and  if  neces- 
sary indict  other  people 


EHRLICHMAN:  Right. 

KLEINDIENST:  and  that  anybody  who  withholds  information  like  that, 
you  know,  is,  uh,  obstructing  justice. 

EHRLICHMAN:  Right. 

KLEINDIENST:  Uh,  but  I  did  not  refer  to  Weicker. 

EHRLICHMAN :  Okay . 

KLEINDIENST:  And  my,  my  judgment  right  now  is  not  to  do  so. 

EHRLICHMAN:  Okay,  okay. 
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KLEINDIENST:    If  he  gets  to  that  point,  the  hell  with  him. 
EHRLICHMAN:    Well  — 
KLEINDIENST:   If  he  gets  to  that  point,  uh  — 

EHRLICHMAN:    our  I  clears  throat]  our,  uh,  uneducated  and  uninformed 
Impression  was  that  he  was  trying  to  develop,  uh,  uh, 
an  attack  line  here  on,  uh,  the  White  House  or  the 
President. 

KLEINDIENST:   Well,  if  that  ...  if  we  would  conclude,  you  know, 

that  that  is  what  he's  up  to,  and  that  he  is  completely 
alienated,  you  know,  then  I  say  we've  got  to  take  him  on. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


Well,  keep,  keep  track  of  that  and,  uh,  you'll  be 
talking  to  Baker  and,  and  you  get  a  feel  of  it.   Okay, 
now,  the  President  said  for  me  to  say  this  to  you. 
That  [clears  throat]  the  best  information  he  had,  and 
has,  is  that  neither  Dean  nor  Haldeman  nor  Colson  nor 
I  nor  anybody  in  the  White  House  had  any  prior  knowledge 
of  this  burglary. 


■i* 


KLEINDIENST:    Right. 


EHRLICHMAN:    He  said  that,  uh,  he's  counting  on  you  to  provide  him  with 
any  information  to  the  contrary  if  it  ever  turns  up 
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KLEINDIENST:   That's  right. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


KLEINDIENST: 


and,  uh,  you  just  contact  him  direct.  Now  as  far  as 
the  Committee  to  Re-elect  is  concerned,  uh,  he  said 
that,  uh,  uh,  uh,  serious  questions  are  being  raised 
with  regard  to  Mitchell  and,  uh,  he  would  likewise  want 
you  to  communicate  to  him  any,  uh,  evidence  or  inferences 
from  evidence,  uh,  on  that  subject. 

Well,  with  respect  to  them,  unless  [clears  throat] 
something  develops,  you  know,  with  these  seven  people 
who  were  convicted,  you  know,  all  those  people  testified 
xmder  oath  before  a  grand  jury  and  their  testimony  was 
not  contradicted,  uh,  and  until  something  comes  along  I 
take  this  fellow  McCord,  you  know,  not  that  I  — 


EHRLICHMAN : 


KLEINDIENST: 


Yeah. 

indicate  a  link  to  Magruder  —  if  he  has  something  besides 
his  own  testimony,  you  know,  in  addition  to  that  to  refute 
the  sworn  testimony,  then  you'd  have  to  do  it.   The  comment 
that  I  made  yesterday  about  McCord  was  that  it  takes  — 


EHRLICHMAN:    [Unintelligible]  Yeah. 


KLEINDIENST:   convicted  felon. 
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EHRLICHMAN: 


Yeah. 


KLEINDIENST: 


EHRLICHMAN: 


KLEINDIENST: 


He's  facing  a  long  jail  sentence  and  he  has  all  kinds 
of  motives  to  say  all  kinds  of  things  but  I  also  pointed 
out  that  [clears  throat]  most  of  the  people,  well,  these 
people  who  were  involved  were  interviewed  by  the  FBI  and 
they  testified  under  oath  before  a  grand  jury  to  the 
contrary  of  what  McCord  is  saying.   So,  but  I'm,  I 
understand  the  President's  direction.   [Unintelligible] 

He's,  he's  concerned  about  Mitchell,  and  uh. 
So  am  I. 


EHRLICHMAN:    Uh,  he,  he  would  want  to  have  a  private  communication  from 
you  if  you  are,  uh,  possessed  of  any  information  that  you 
think  he  ought  to  have,  uh,  with  regard  to  John. 

KLEINDIENST:   I  understand. 

EHRLICHMAN:    Uh,  now,  uh,  he's  up,  he's  — 


KLEINDIENST: 


Maybe  you  ought  to  think  about  John  when  you  talk  to  the  _ 
President  —  If,  if  McCord  or  Liddy  or  Hunt  or  any  of  these 
seven,  you  know,  uh,  testify  under  oath  specifically,  you 
know,  to  their  knowledge,  you  know,  they  have  a  basis  for 
saying  so  that  Mitchell  or  any  of  these  guys  knew  about  it; 
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EHRLICHMAN:    Um  hm. 

KLEINDIENST:   then  we  a,  we  have  a  very  serious  problem.  You  know, 

possible  perjury,  possibility  of  going  back  to  the  grand 
jury,  they  have  a  grand  jury  determine  whether  any  one  of 
them  should  be  indicted.  When  you  talk  about  Mitchell  you 
know,  uh,  and  myself,  you  know,  that  really  creates,  you 
know,  the  highest  [chuckles]  form  of,  you  know,  conflict 
of  interest. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


Yeah. 


KLEINDIENST:   You  might  say,  and  we  might  want  to  give  some  thought  to 
having  —  in  such  an  event,  having  a  special  prosecutor. 

EHRLICHMAN:    What  is  the  procedure  for  that? 

KLEINDIENST:   Well,  I  don't  know.   I,  I  think  that  the  President  could 
appoint  somebody  as  a  special  prosecutor  to  direct  the 
FBI  to  cooperate  with  him,  giving  them  an  opportunity  to 
hire  some  attorneys,  you  know,  on  his  staff  and  let  him, 
uh,  just  have  complete  authority  to  have  his  own  Investi- 
gation and  if  there's  evidence  that  comes  out  that  there 
were  acts  of  criminal  behavior  have  them  presented  to  a 
grand  jury,  you  know,  and  then  proceed  with  it. 

EHRLICHMAN:    Could,  could  you  have  somebody  brief  out  how  that's  done? 
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KLEINDIENST:   Uh  — 


EHRLICHMAN:    Just  so  we  know? 


KLEINDIENST:   Okay. 


EHRLICHMAN:    And,  uh,  uh,  uh,  the  question  would  be  whether  the  President 
or  Sirica  or  you  or,  or,  you  know,  who  actually  does  it? 

KLEINDIENST:   Yes,  well,  it  wouldn't  be  the  judge.  The   judge  has  no, 
no  jurisdiction  in  the  area. 

EHRLICHMAN:  All  right. 

KLEINDIENST:  I  think  it  would  be  the  President. 

EHRLICHMAN:  All  right. 

KLEINDIENST:  He  would  do  it. 

EHRLICHMAN:  Okay. 


KLEINDIENST: 


But  I,  I,  it  has  its  ovm  problems  that  by  doing  that  you 
in  effect  say  publicly  well  okay  the  Department  of  Justice 
and  the  Attorney  General,  the  U.  S.  Attorney,  and  the  FBI, 
you  know  — 


EHRLICHMAN:    All  corrupt. 


KLEINDIENST:   all  corrupt. 
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EHKLICHMAN : 


Yeah. 


KLEINDIENST:  I've  now  found  that  out 

EHRLICHMAN:  Yeah, 

KLEINDIENST:  and  I've  got  to  get  myself  a  new  — 

EHKLICHMAN:  Right.  Well,  of  course  we've  resisted  that 

KLEINDIENST:  I  know  it. 

EHRLICHMAN:  right  straight  through. 

KLEINDIENST:    [Unintelligible]  But  I,  but  I  think  that  we  have  to  do 

it  in  the  event  that  it  appears  that  Mitchell  himself  is 
going  to  be  involved 

EHRLICHMAN:    I  get  it. 

KLEINDIENST:   in  any  further  litigation  because  all  the  men  who  are  doing 
this  who  have  worked  for  him  ~  been  appointed,  you  know, 
uh,  and  I  think  that  if  it  came  down  to  him  that  that's 
what  I  would  seriously  start  thinking  about,  recommending 
such  an  [unintelligible]. 

EHRLICHMAN:    Also  this  business  of  the  grant  of  immunity  to  witnesses 
before  the  grand  jury,  uh,  is  that  peculiarly  in  the 
province  of  the  Court? 
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KLEINDIENST:   No,  that's  the  Department  of  Justice. 


EHRLICHMAN:    That  is? 


KLEINDIENST: 


EHRLICHMAN: 


EHRLICHMAN: 


In  almost  every  criminal  case  of  any  consequence  when  we 
convict  somebody  the  next  thing  we  do  is  haul  them  back 
in  before  a  grand  jury  [unintelligible]  to  find  out  what 
they  know. 

Uh  huh. 


KLEINDIENST:   Uh,  you  have  to  do  it  in  this  case  —  you're  always 
going  to  do  it  in  this  case,  notwithstanding  Sirica. 


Yeah. 


KLEINDIENST:   Part  of  the  limitation  imposed  upon  us  John  is  that  he 
is  the  only  one  who  can  cut  it  in  all  this. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


EHRLICHMAN: 


EHRLICHMAN: 


Right. 


KLEINDIENST:    [Unintelligible]  Progress. 


Right . 


KLEINDIENST:  Under  conditions  [unintelligible].  But  [clears  throat] 
you  have  two  really  distinct  situations  here.  You  have 
the  Watergate  inquiry  by  Senator  Ervin,  that's  the  political 


Yeah. 
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KLEINDIENST:    [Unintelligible]  And  then  you  have  the  obligation  imposed 
upon  us  to  investigate  criminal  conduct. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


Yeah. 


KLEINDIENST:   And,  and  they  are  two  separate  distinct  operations.   They're 
getting  all  fuzzed  up.   That's  the  problem. 

EHRLICHMAN:    What  uh,  uh,  what  progress  are  they  making  right  now,  have 
you  had  a  reading  on  it? 


KLEINDIENST: 


Well,  the  last  time  I  talked  with,  with  Henry  uh,  uh, 
Monday  [clears  throat]  because  of  Sirica's  sentencing  pro- 
cedures it  got  a  little  boxed  up.   Sirica  has  really  loused 
this  thing  up.  Uh.  so,  uh,  I.  I  don't  know.   I'm  going  to 
talk  to  Petersen  this  morning  and  [unintelligible]  if  there 
is  anything  [unintelligible]  Petersen,  I'll  call  you  back. 


EHRLICHMAN:    Okay,  great. 


KLEINDIENST:   Good  enough. 


EHRLICHMAN:    that's  all  I  had  on  my  list. 


KLEINDIENST:   Thanks,  John. 


EHRLICHMAN:    Now,  uh,  he  said  that,  uh,  there  was  a  possibility  he'd 
like  to  see  you  in  San  Clemente  Saturday  morning 
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17.  5     TRANSCRIPT  OF  MARCH  28.    1973  TELEPHONE  CONVERSATION 
KLEINDIENST:   Saturday  morning  — 

EHRLICHMAN:    first  thing.   So  you  might  just  keep  that  in  the  back 
of  your  mind.   Don't  rearrange  any  of  your  schedules 
or  anything 

KLEINDIENST:  Right. 

EHRLICHMAN:  but  I'll  let  you  know  if  that  materializes. 

KLEINDIENST:  Okay. 

EHRLICHMAN:  We'd  send  a  chopper  up  to  L.  A.  for  you. 

KLEINDIENST:  Right. 

EHRLICHMAN:  Okay. 

KLEINDIENST:  Right, 

EHRLICHMAN:  Thank  you. 

KLEINDIENST:  Bye. 


35-904  O  -  74  -  pt.  1-28 
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The  time  has  come  to  turn  Watergate  over  to  the  cnuils,  where  the 
questions  of  guih  or  innocence  belong.  The  time  has  come  for  the  rest  of  us 
to  get  on  with  the  urgent  business  of  our  Nation. 

Last  November,  the  American  people  were  given  the  clearest  choice 
of  this  century.  Your  votes  were  a  mandate,  which  I  accepted,  to  complete 
the  initiatives  we  began  in  my  first  term  and  to  fulfill  the  promises  I  made 
for  my  second  term. 

This  Administration  was  elected  to  control  inflation — to  reduce  the 
power  and  size  of  Government — to  cut  the  cost  of  Government  so  that  you 
can  cut  the  cost  of  living — to  preserve  and  defend  those  fundamental 
values  that  have  made  America  great — to  keep  the  Nation's  military 
strength  second  to  none — to  achieve  peace  with  honor  in  Southeast  Asia, 
and  to  bring  home  our  prisoners  of  war — to  build  a  new  prosperity,  with- 
out inflation  and  without  war — to  create  a  structure  of  peace  in  the  world 
that  would  endure  long  after  we  are  gone. 

These  are  great  goals,  they  are  worthy  of  a  great  people,  and  I  would 
not  be  true  to  your  trust  if  I  let  myself  be  turned  aside  from  achie\ing  those 
goals. 

If  you  share  my  belief  in  these  goals — if  you  want  the  mandate  you 
gave  this  Administration  to  be  carried  out — then  I  ask  for  your  help  to 
ensure  that  those  who  would  exploit  Watergate  in  order  to  keep  us  from 
doing  what  we  were  elected  to  do  will  not  succeed. 

I  ask  tonight  for  your  understanding,  so  that  as  a  Nation  we  can  learn 
the  lessons  of  Watergate  and  gain  from  that  experience. 

I  ask  for  your  help  in  reaffirming  our  dedication  to  the  principles  of 
decency,  honor,  and  respect  for  the  institutions  that  have  sustained  our 
progress  through  these  past  two  centuries. 

And  I  ask  for  your  support  in  getting  on  once  again  with  meeting 
your  problems,  improving  your  life,  building  your  future. 

With  your  help,  with  God's  help,  we  will  achieve  those  great  goals 
for  America. 
"     Thank  you  and  good  evening. 

note;  The  President  spoke  at  9  p.m.  in  his  Oval  Office  at  the  White  House.  His 
address  was  broadcast  live  on  radio  and  television. 

The  Watergate   Investigation  '''^  evidence  is  not  only  extensive  but  very  much  in  con- 

^^  flict.  It  would  be  neither  fair  nor  appropriate  for  mc 

[  Statement  by  the  President.     Augiut    15,  1973  ^  ^^^^s  the  evidence  or  comment  on  specific  witnesses 

or  their  credibility.  That  is  the  function  of  the  Senate 

On  May   17  the  Senate  Select  Committee  began  its  Committee  and  the  courts.  What  I  intend  to  do  here  is 

hearings  on  Watergate.  Five  days  later,  on  May  22,   I  to  co\er  the  principal  issues  relating  to  my  own  conduct 

i.ssued   a   detailed  statement   dLscus.sing   my   relationship  ^^hich  haxc  heen  rabed  since  mv  statement  of  Mav  22. 

to  the  matter.  I  stated  categorically  that  I  had  no  prior  ^^  jj,^^,,^  ,„    ^^^^  the  testimonv  on  those  issues  in  per- 


spective. 


knowledge  of  the  Watergate  operation  and  that  I  neither 

knew  of  nor  took  part  in  anv  subsequent  efforts  to  cover  ,.,         ,,       nr.,        .>■             -i         >i         r 

,     ,               J     u       I          1  1           ■        1  I  said  on  Mav  22  that   1  had  no  prior  knowled?e  ot 

It  up.   1  also  st.itcd  that   I  would  not   invoke  executive  •                                      '^      .                   '      . 

prixilege  as  u,  icslimonv  hv  present  and  former  mem-  "^'^  \V.>tcrgate  operation.   In  all  the  testimony,  there  is 

hrr.  of  my  White   Hou.-e  Staff  with  respect  to  possible  "'"  "''^  -lightest  evidence  to  the  contrary.  Xot  a  single 

(riminal.ictsllun  under  investig.ition.  witness  ha.^  testified   that   I   had  any  knowledge  of  the 

■lhirty-fi\c  witn.-s,ses  have  testified  so  far.  The  record  planning  for  the  W.itei  gate  break-in. 

is  more  th.iii  7  JiOO  pages  and  some  2  million  words  long.  Il  is  also  true,  as  I  said  on  May  22,  that  1  took  no  p.irt 

I'hi-  allegali'iiis  are  ni.my.  the  f.icts  arc  complicated,  and  in,   .iiul   w.cs   not   .iw,iiv   of,   any   subsequent    efforis   lo 
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write  a  complete  report  on  all  that  he  knew  of  the  entire 
"Watergate  matter.  On  March  28,  I  had  Mr.  Ehrlichman 
call  the  Attorney  General  to  find  out  if  he  had  additional 
information  about  Watergate  generally  or  White  House 
involvement.  The  Attorney  General  was  told  that  I 
wanted  to  hear  directly  from  him,  and  not  through  any 
staff  people,  if  he  had  any  information  on  White  House 
involvement  or  if  information  of  that  kind  should  come 
to  him.  The  Attorney  General  indicated  to  Mr.  Ehrlich- 
jian  that  he  had  no  such  information.  When  I  learned 
on  March  30  that  Mr.  Dean  had  been  unable  to  com- 
plete his  report,  I  instructed  Mr.  Ehrlichman  to  con- 
duct an  independent  inquin.'  and  bring  all  the  facts  to 
me.  On  April  14,  Mr.  Ehrlichman  ga\e  me  hLs  findings, 
and  I  directed  that  he  report  them  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral immediately.  On  April  15.  Attorney  General  Klein- 
dienst  and  Assistant  .Attorney  General  Petersen  told  me 
of  new  information  that  had  been  received  by  the 
prosecutors. 

By  that  time  the  fragmentar\-  information  I  had  been 
given  on  March  21  had  been  supplemented  in  important 
wa>^,  particularly  by  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  report  to  me  on 
April  14,  by  the  information  Mr.  Kleindienst  and  Mr. 
Petersen  gave  me  on  April  15,  and  by  independent  in- 
quiries I  had  been  making  on  my  own.  At  that  point,  I 
realized  that  I  would  not  be  able  personally  to  find  out 
all  of  the  facts  and  make  them  public,  and  I  concluded 
that  the  matter  was  best  handled  by  the  Justice  Depart- 
ment and  the  grand  jury.  On  April  17,  I  announced  that 
new  inquiries  were  underway,  as  a  result  of  what  I  had 
learned  on  March  21  and  in  my  own  investigation  since 
that  time.  I  instructed  all  Government  employees  to  co- 
operate with  the  juiicial  process  as  it  mo\ed  ahead  on 
this  matter  and  expressed  my  personal  view  that  no  im- 
munity should  be  given  to  any  individual  who  had  held 
a  position  of  major  importance  in  this  Administration. 
My  consistent  position  from  the  beginning  has  been 
to  get  out  the  facts  about  Watergate,  not  to  cover  them 

up- 
on May  22  I  said  that  at  no  time  did  I  authorize  any 
olTer  of  executive  clemency  for  the  Watergate  defend- 
ants, nor  did  I  know  of  any  such  offer.  I  reaffirm  that 
statement.  Indeed,  I  made  my  view  clear  to  Mr.  Ehr- 
lichman in  Julv  1972.  that  under  no  circumstances  could 
executive  clemency  be  considered  for  those  who  partici- 
pated in  the  Watergate  break-in.  I  maintained  that 
position  throughout. 

On  May  22  t  said  that  "it  was  not  until  the  time  of 
my  own  in\cstigation  that  I  learned  of  the  lire.ik-in  at 
the  office  of  \\r.  Ellslierg's  p-.\rhiatrist.  and  I  specifically 
authorized  the  furnishing  of  this  information  to  Judge 
Byrne."  .After  a  \erv  careful  rc\iew,  T  have  detcniiined 
that  this  stalenient  of  mine  i-^  not  prcci.^elv  accurate.  It 
was  on  March  17  that  I  first  learned  of  the  break-in  at 
Ihr  office  of  Dr.  Eirlding.  .md  that  was  4  d.ivs  before  the 
beginning  of  n\\  own  investigation  on  March  21.  I  was 


told  then  that  nothing  bv  way  of  evidence  had  been  ob- 
tained in  the  break-in.  On  April  18  I  learned  that  the 
Justice  Department  had  interrogated  or  was  going  to 
interrogate  Mr.  Hunt  about  this  break-in.  I  was  gravely 
concerned  that  other  activities  of  the  Special  Investiga- 
tions Unit  might  he  disclosed,  because  I  knew  this  could 
seriously  injure  the  national  security.  Consequently,  I 
directed  Mr.  Petersen  to  stick  to  the  Watergate  investiga- 
tion and  stay  out  of  national  security  matters.  On  April 
25  Attorney  General  Kleindienst  came  to  me  and  urged 
that  the  fact  of  the  break-in  should  be  disclosed  to  the 
court,  despite  the  fact  that,  since  no  evidence  had  been 
obtained,  the  law  did  not  clearly  require  it.  I  concurred 
and  authorized  him  to  report  the  break-in  to  Judge 
Byrne. 

In  \-iew  of  the  incident  of  Dr.  Fielding's  office,  let  me 
emphasize  two  things. 

First,  it  was  and  is  important  that  many  of  the  matters 
worked  on  by  the  Special  Investigations  Unit  not  be  pub- 
licly disclosed  because  disclosure  would  unquestionably 
damage  the  national  security.  This  is  why  I  ha\e  exer- 
cised executive  privilege  on  some  of  these  matters  in  con- 
nection with  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Ehrlichman  and  others. 
The  Senate  Committee  has  learned  through  its  investiga- 
tion the  general  facts  of  some  of  these  security  matters 
and  has  to  date  wisely  declined  to  make  them  public  or 
to  contest  in  these  respects  my  claim  of  executive  privilege. 

Second,  I  at  no  time  authorized  the  use  of  illegal  means 
by  the  Special  Investigations  Unit,  and  I  was  not  aware 
of  the  break-in  of  Dr.  Fielding's  office  until  March  17. 
1973. 

Many  persons  will  ask  why,  when  the  facts  are  as  I  have 
stated  them,  I  do  not  make  public  the  tape  recordings 
of  my  meetings  and  conversations  with  members  of  the 
White  House  Staff  during  this  period. 

I  am  aware  that  such  terms  as  "separation  of  powers" 
and  "executive  privilege'  are  lawyers'  terms,  and  that 
those  doctrines  have  been  called  "abstruse"  and  "eso- 
teric." Let  me  state  the  commonsense  of  the  matter. 
Every  day  a  President  of  the  United  States  is  required 
to  make  difficult  decisions  on  gra\e  issues.  It  is  absolutely 
essential,  if  the  President  is  to  be  able  to  do  his  job  as 
the  country  expects,  that  he  be  able  to  talk  openly  and 
candidly  with  his  advisers  about  issues  and  individuals 
and  that  they  be  able  to  talk  in  the  same  f.ishion  with 
him.  Indeed,  on  occasion,  thev  must  be  able  to  "blow  off 
steam"  about  important  public  figures.  This  kind  of 
frank  discussion  is  onlv  possible  when  those  who  take 
part  in  it  can  feel  assured  that  what  thev  s.-iy  is  in  the 
strictest  confidence. 

The  Presidencv  Ls  not  the  only  office  that  requires 
confidentiality  if  it  i.<  to  function  effectively.  A  Member 
of  Congress  must  be  .ihle  to  i.dk  in  confidence  with  his 
.issistanis.  Judges  must  ho  .\b!e  to  confer  in  confidence 
uilh  their  l.iw  clerks  .uid  with  each  other.  Throu'jhout 
our  entire  historv  the  need  for  this  kind  of  confidenti.ditv 
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(•:i:SmaN;Ul    COCUMiMI',     SICilAaO    fllXOf).    I'J'I 

I  It;  \v:li  Ijni  tt  in   M 


.1  niimiHi  cment  oj  Intention  'iu  Uom'imile 
Hurry  ].  lIo>!>:ti  To  Tif  Assnciale  Oireilnr  lor 
I'olirv  ami  Prosrain  Dei'elopment. 
Au-f.l'.'lJV/S 

The  frt-iidcnt  toi-lay  announced  hb  iiUeatioii  to  nonii- 
v.uc  ll.nry  J.  Hogan,  cf  Bcthesda,  Md.,  to  be  Associate 
Director  of  ACTION  for  Policy  and  Program  Develop- 
ment, tic  will  succeed  Charles  \V.  Enin,  v.ho  resigned  ef- 
fective September  4,  1973. 

SInre  1972,  Mr.  Hogan  has  been  director  of  gnvcm- 
nient  relations  for  Catholic  University,  in  '\V;u-hington, 
DC.  From  I97I  to  1972,  he  was  en;^aged  in  the  private 
practice  of  law,  served  ai  a  cori.^uUant  on  educational  and 
environmental  matters,  and  was  professor  of  law  at  Dela- 
ware Law  School,  in  Wilmington,  Del.  From  1969  to 
1971,  lie  was  counsel  of  the  House  Special  Suhconunittee 
on  F.ducation. 


2.  I'll  V.  in  New  irk,  S.J.  :.rr. 
I  111  ,. in  v/,l;  ;;ra;Iualcd  riia^na  turn  laudi:  from  I'rim  eton 
Univci^ity,  ic<civ.:(l  his  LI.  li.  from  Columbia  Law 
School,  anri  received  his  I'h.  D.  in  American  H'otorv  from 
Ocm.'je  W'ashlu'^ton  University.  He  served  in  the  U..S. 
Navy  durin^j  World  War  II,  at'.ainin'r  th^  rank  of 
commander. 

From  19i-7  to  1932,  Mr.  Hrr^an  was  on  the  legal  >;af: 
of  the  Tennessee  Valley  .Authority,  the  Bureau  of  La.-.u 
Management,  and  the  Bureau  of  Indian  .Affairs.  F.-om 
1952  to  19G1,  he  was  engaged  in  the  private  practice  of 
law  in  The  Dailes,  Ore:;.,  where  he  was  twice  elected  Dis- 
trict .Attorney  (19.i6  and  1960).  From  1961  to  19oo,  Mr. 
Hogan  served  as  general  coim^el  of  the  Bonne%iUe  Powc.- 
.'\dministration,  in  Portland,  Oreg. ;  as  Ai-^ociate  Solicitor 
for  Water  and  Power  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
and  a^  Legislative  Counsel  of  thp  Department  of  the 
Interior. 

Mr.  Hogan  is  married  and  has  three  daughters.  The 
Hogans  reside  in  Bethesda,  Md. 

note;  The  annoiinceraenl  was  released  t.i  San  Clemente,  Calif. 


THE  PRESIDENT'S  NEWS  CONFERENCE  OF 
AUGUST  22,  1973 


Held  at  the  Western   White  House 

Secretary  of  St.->iTE 

The  President.  Ladies  and  gentlemen,  I  have  an  announcement;  before 
going  to  your  questions. 

It  is  with  the  deep  sense  of  not  only  official  regret,  but  personal 
regret,  that  I  announce  the  resignation  of  Secretary  of  State  William 
Rogers,  effective  September  3.  A  letter,  which  will  be  released  to  the 
press  after  this  conference,  will  indicate  my  appraisal  of  his  work  as 
Secretary  of  State.' 

I  will  simply  say  at  this  time  that  he  wanted  to  leave  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  first  4  years.  He  agreed  to  stay  on  because  we  had  some 
enormously  important  problems  coming  up,  including  the  negotiations 
which  icsulted  in  the  end  of  the  war  in  Vietnam,  the  Soviet  summit,  the 
r.uropean  Security  Conference,  as  w  ell  a'?  in  other  areas — Latin  America 
and  in  .-Asia — where  the  Secrctaiy  of  St.ite.  as  )ou  know,  has  been  quire 
busy  o'.er  these  past  0  munths. 

.As  he  rctiuns  to  privatt-  life,  we  will  not  only  miss  h.im,  in  to; ins  of 
hi;  olrici.^.l  Sviviif,  but  I  shall  p:u  ticul.i' ly  mi.Nshiiii  becu'Sr:  of  his  h.iving 
h'rr..  tluough  tiu-  year--,  a  \i:',  (I.isr  pcKou.il  fiirnj  ai'.d  aclvisci. 

Til. It  p;-;.'iii.il  fii.-ntj.hiii  .111(1  .ulv!>o.  Ihivvrvi-r,  f  liop^'  still  to  h;i\e 
tin-  hi-ii,-lit  of,  .'.lid   I   know    ili.it   1   v,  ill 


I  !;.:;< 


\'i> 


\lh  l:i;;i-  ni  li  Ul- 
,.f    tlli^   U.M.-. 


,  h'lv 


till    l':,---.(!i:U  and  St-i  p.-;ai\  of  Si  lu-  Ro:.^f!S. 
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i  :r.,  I'i;i-:jijK-. : .  i  i\'ir.'(  iiiWe'.i,  l.:-i,  1,  ■.•..i-i!J  h.i'i.!. 
iJi'-  |nil'lli  mind,  and  ii  sl'.ould  nut.  Tlic  nccdikI  ^Jdirit  Is 
th.ic  ris  Ml.  W'rii^lii,  ivfio  ;>ig',iccl  thi-  ( .w,  [  uiulfr^i.in,! 
\ii  y  Well,  liffoie  Jni.l_:;c  Sirica  tliis  moiriiiii;,  lia^  indicaU;il, 
t,i  l„-i\c-  [lie  tapt^,  liitfiied  to — he  indicated  this  al.o  in 
hU  liiief — cither  t))  a  pro.iccutor  or  by  a  judge  or  in 
ratrnra,  or  in  any  way,  would  violate  (he  principle  of  ton- 
ndrntiality,  atid  I  lielieve  he  is  coirect.  That  is  why  wc 
.■irc  st^mdinj;  firm  on  the  piopo.^ition  that  we  will  not  .agree 
to  the  Senate  committee's  desire  to  have,  foi  example,  it-- 
chief  investigator  listen  to  the  tapes,  or  the  Special  Prose- 
ciitors  desire  to  hear  the  t,ipe.s,  and  also  why  we  will  op- 
pose, as  Mr.  Wright  did  in  his  argument  this  morning. 
any  compromise  of  the  principle  of  confidentiality. 

Let  me  explain  very  carefully  that  the  principle  of 
confidentiality  either  exists  or  it  does  not  e.\ist.  Once  it 
is  compromised,  once  it  is  known  that  a  conversation  that 
is  held  with  the  President  can  be  subject  to  a  subpoena  by 
a  Senate  committee,  by  a  grand  jury,  by  a  prosecutor,  and 
be  listened  to  by  anyone,  the  principle  of  conrideniialily 
is  thereby  irreparably  damaged.  Incidentally,  let  me  say 
that  now  that  tapes  are  no  longer  being  made,  I  suppose 
it  could  be  argued  that,  what  difference  does  it  make  now, 
now  that  these  tapes  are  also  in  the  past.  \S'hat  is  involved 
here  is  not  only  the  tapes;  what  is  involved,  as  you  ladies 
and  gentlemen  well  know,  is  the  request  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate  committee  and  the  Special  Prosecutor,  as  well, 
that  we  turn  over  Presidential  papers,  in  other  words,  the 
records  of  conversations  with  the  President  made  by  his 
associates.  Those  papers,  and  the  tapes  as  well,  cannot  be 
turned  over  without  breaching  the  principle  of  confiden- 
tiality. It  was  President  Truman  that  made  that  argument 
very  effectively  in  his  letter  to  a  Senate  committee,  or  his 
response  to  a  Congressional  committee,  a  House  com- 
mittee it  was,  in  1953,  when  they  asked  him  to  turn  over 
his  papers.  So  whether  it  is  a  paper  or  whether  it  is  a  tape, 
what  we  have  to  bear  in  mind  is  that  for  a  President  to 
conduct  the  affairs  of  this  ofTice  and  conduct  them  effec- 
tively, he  must  be  able  to  do  so  with  the  principle  of  con- 
fidentiality intact.  Otherwise,  the  individuals  who  come 
to  talk  to  him,  whether  it  is  his  ad\  iscrs,  or  whether  it  is 
a  visitor  in  the  domestic  field,  or  ^vhether  it  is  someone  in 
a  foreign  field,  will  alway.s  be  "speaking  in  a  cunurh-like 
way.  rather  than  laying  it  on  the  line  as  it  has  to  be  laid 
on  the  line  if  you  are  going  to  have  the  creative  kind  of 
dis(~u>sion  that  we  have  often  had,  and  it  liivs  been  respnn- 
.sibl."  for  .some  of  our  successes  in  the  foreign  policy  period, 
parii(  ularly  in  the  p.Tst  few  years. 

O.  \li.  President,  ii",i!d  uiu  tell  us  uh..  \.mi  pciNon.dlv 
l.'Ikrcl  to  in  directing  :''::'.  inve^tlg.inritis  be  iii.uU-  biiili  in 
Ji.ii'  (M  'I'd,  slioiih  ,i(:.  r  !:u-  Watcri^.ao  in,  iik-at.  ;'.iul  l.'.-i 
Mi;!ii  21,  wlien  yn^  '.^r.;  ni-w  tvidcrid-  and  ordorci'  a 
tii'.ff  in'.rn-ivc  in-.  (.■■;ii;:;?''  >ti.' 

1.1,  IVi  .s::-.:  :- I  (  !(,  i  r.ilnlv  In  jui;'-,  I.  of  i-.i-.n-i. 
i.l(--.i  I'.  .Mr.  M.ii  f;:.-.,.i:  tit-;  of  A\.  v.h.  u.i.  ihr  i,.» 
.  ii  i;i;ii,.li  n[  ihr  1 1  .inli.i' :i  f,  II,.  Icl.l  I'lC  lll,'.l  l-r  u.n.KI 
I'M'lii.  I  ,'  llhM,Hi".ll  ii.M.s;i'.':iliiin  .IS  l.H   a-  li.-  iilhn-  vo.i; 


r;;:itt:e --t.'.i:  .".^ii-  r'>.'i',«:  :;»■;*..  vWj'i.ircrr'iy  trr.il  ;::".■■■. ',;':;ai:'>:t 
vwis  very  til'divc  except  for  Mr.  Mjvruder.  who  ->tayrcl 
on.  But  .\li .  Mt'cflrcgoi  dors  not  have  to  ;uis;:rne  respon- 
.■•ihility  for  th.it.  I  say  not  responslbili'.y  for  it  because  ba- 
sically wh.it  hap])encd  there  was  that  he  briieved  Mr. 
M.igrudcr,  and  many  other,  have  believed  him,  too.  He 
piovcd,  however,  to  he  wrong. 

In  the  White  Hoi;>e,  the  inve.'):igation's  rr^ponsibility 
V..XS  given  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman  at  the  highest  level,  and  in 
turn  he  delegated  them  to  .Mr.  Drran,  the  Vv'hite  Ho;ise 
Counsel,  something  of  which  I  was  aware,  and  of  vvhich 
I  approved. 

Mr.  Dean,  .as  White  House  Counsel,  therefore  sat  in 
on  the  FBI  interrogations  of  the  members  of  the  White 
House  Staff  because  what  I  wanted  to  know  was  whet.Hcr 
any  member  of  the  White  Holisc  Staff  was  in  any  way  in- 
volved. If  he  was  involved,  he  would  be  fired.  .-Nnd  when 
we  met  on  September  15,  and  again  throughout  our  dis- 
cussions in  the  month  of  March,  Mr.  Dean  insisted  that 
there  was  not — and  I  use  his  words — "a  scintilla  of  evi- 
dence" indicating  that  anyone  on  the  White  House  Staff 
was  involved  in  the  planning  of  the  Watergate  break-in. 

Now,  in  terms  of  after  March  21,  Mr.  Dean  first  was 
given  the  responsibility  to  wTite  his  own  report,  hut  I  did 
not  rest  it  there.  I  also  h.ad  a  contact  made  with  the  Attor- 
ney General  himself,  Attorney  General  Kleindienst,  told 
him — it  was  on  the  27th  of  March — to  report  to  me  di- 
rectly anything  that  he  found  in  this  particular  area,  and  I 
gave  the  responsibility  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman  on  the  29th  of 
March  to  continue  the  investigation  that  Mr.  Dean  was 
unable  to  conclude,  having  spent  a  week  at  Camp  David 
and  un.able  to  finish  the  report. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman  questioned  a  number  of  people  in  that 
period  at  my  direction,  including  Mr.  Mitchell,  and  I 
s.hould  also  point  out  that  as  far  .as  my  own  activities  were 
concerned,  I  was  not  leaving  it  just  to  them.  I  met  at  great 
length  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  Mr.  Haldeman,  Mr.  Dean 
and  Mr.  Mitchell  on  the  22d.  I  discussed  the  whole  matter 
with  them.  I  kept  preii.sing  for  the  view  that  I  had  had 
throughout,  that  we  must  get  this  story  out,  get  the  truth 
out,  whatever  and  whoever  it  is  going  to  hurt,  and  it  was 
there  that  Mr.  Mitchell  suggested  that  all  the  individuals 
involved  in  the  ^Vhitc  Houac  appear  in  an  e.\ccuti\e  ses- 
sion before  the  Ervin  committee.  A\'e  never  got  that  far, 
i)at  at  le.Tst  that  is  an  indication  of  the  extent  of  niv  own 
iiuesiigation. 

O.  Mr.  President,  you  have  said  rcpe.itidlv  that  you 
tried  to  get  all  the  f-ati*;.  .and  i-.ist  now  you  n>.e:ttionfd  the 
.M.irih  22  nifctinv;.  Vet  fornn-r  .\ttomcv  Cciu-ral  Jel-.n 
.Mitrhfll  ■^.lid  that  if  yo;i  h.id  ever  .i.^-ked  him  .\t  anv  tir.-.e 
ai>uut  the  W.iten^a'.e  niattfr.  lie  vvouU  have  told  vou  the 
whiilr  .-.tiirv.  (liaprer  .nii.l  vn^r.  W.xi  .\fi.  Mitchell  not 
•^prakin;  the  triilh  whi-!i  hv  sai.f  that  b-l,>;e  the 
■  •  :a::uitc-c.' 

'I'sih  !''■•;■ --1I1I  NT  .\..vv.  Mr  l.l-.v;,n.  !  .^.-.w  w:  ;i>:ii.:  to 
(|c.r-;ioi!  .Ml.  .Mill  h'.li  <  Ml.i.ilv.  .i;;d  I  \\\\\  ,  :ilv  -av  th.it 
th:..ii.-,n"!ir  I  h.icl  i  r.;iii,!i  iin  i;i  .Mr.  Xfic-liol!.  Mr   Mitc.h- 
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18.     On  August  22,  1973  the  President  publicly  stated  that  on  the 
29th  of  March  he  directed  Ehrlichmem  to  continue  the  investigation  that 
Dean  was  unable  to  conclude. 
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1016 

AcrrioN 

Antiounceinenl  of  Intention  'i'o  Nominate 
Harry  J.  Hotian  To  Be  Associate  Director  for 
Policy  and  Program  Development. 

.\u>nAit'>l,I973 

Tlic  President  today  announced  his  intention  to  nomi- 
nate Harry  J.  Hogan,  of  Bctliesda,  Md.,  to  be  Associate 
Director  of  ACTION  for  Policy  and  Program  Develop- 
ment. He  will  succeed  Charles  W.  Ervin,  who  resigned  ef- 
fective September  4,  1973. 

Since  1972,  Mr.  Hogan  has  been  director  of  govcm- 
nient  relations  for  Catholic  Uni\ersity,  in  \Vashington, 
D.C.  From  1971  to  1972,  he  was  engaged  in  the  private 
practice  of  law,  served  as  a  consultant  on  educational  and 
environmental  matters,  and  was  professor  of  law  at  Dela- 
ware Law  School,  in  Wilmington,  Del.  From  1969  to 
1971,  he  was  counsel  of  the  House  Special  Subcommittee 
on  Education. 


P«=SID;NriAl    DOCUMcNri;    SICHABO    niXON,    I'J?! 


I(e  w;l»  bnin  on  May  2,  1914,  in  iS"ewark,  N'.J.  Mr. 
1  '.ogan  was  graduated  magna  cum  laude  from  Princeton 
Univei-sity,  received  hb  LL.K.  from  Columbia  Law 
School,  and  received  his  Ph.  D.  in  American  Histon.  from 
George  Washington  University.  He  served  in  the  U..S. 
Navy  during  World  War  II,  attaining  the  rank  of 
commander. 

From  1947  to  1952,  Mr.  Hogan  was  on  the  legal  statT 
of  the  Tennessee  Valley  .Authority,  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  and  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs.  From 
1952  to  1961,  he  was  engaged  in  the  private  practice  of 
law  in  The  Dalles,  Oreg.,  where  he  was  twice  elected  Dis- 
trict Attorney  (1956  and  1960).  From  1961  to  196ft,  Mr. 
Hogan  served  as  general  counsel  of  the  Bonneville  Power 
.Administration,  in  Portland,  Oreg. ;  as  Associate  Solicitor 
for  Water  and  Power  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
and  a.s  Legislative  Counsel  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior. 

Mr.  Hogan  is  married  and  has  three  daughters.  The 
Hogans  reside  in  Bethesda,  Md. 

note:  The  announcement  was  released  in  San  Clemente,  Calif. 


THE  PRESIDENT'S  NEWS  CONFERENCE  OF 
AUGUST  22,  1973 


Held  at  the  Western   White  House 

Secret..\ry  of  State 

The  President.  Ladies  and  gentlemen,  I  have  an  announcement  before 
going  to  your  questions. 

It  is  with  the  deep  sense  of  not  only  official  legret,  but  personal 
regret,  that  I  announce  the  resignation  of  Secretary  of  State  William 
Rogers,  effective  September  3.  A  letter,  which  will  be  released  to  the 
press  after  this  conference,  will  indicate  my  appraisal  of  his  work  as 
Secretary  of  State.' 

I  will  simply  say  at  this  time  that  he  wanted  to  leave  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  first  4  years.  He  agreed  to  stay  on  because  we  had  some 
enormously  important  problems  coming  up,  including  the  negotiations 
which  resulted  in  the  end  of  the  war  in  Vietnam,  the  Soviet  summit,  the 
European  Security  Conference,  as  w  ell  as  in  other  areas — Latin  America 
and  in  Asia — where  the  Secretary  of  State,  as  you  know,  has  been  quite 
busy  over  these  past  8  months. 

As  he  returns  to  ptivate  life,  we  will  not  onh  miss  hitn,  in  terms  of 
hi;  official  scivice,  but  I  shall  particularly  iniss  him  because  of  his  having 
brci;,  through  the  years,  a  very  close  personal  fticnd  and  adviser. 

That  personal  friendship  and  advice,  hnwevc,',  f  hope  still  to  have 
tlu-  henetit  of,  and   I   know  lh.it  1  \\\\\. 


'  For  an  exchange  of  letters  h--t\sefM  thr  I'u-sidi-rU  and  Sccretaiy  of  Sl.Ttc  Rogers, 
.SIC  pa;;e   1025  of  tfiis  issue. 

Volum*    9 — Nu-„b*r    34 


(428) 


18.1     PRESIDENT  NIXON  NEWS  CONFERENCE,   AUGUST  22,    1973, 
9  PRESIDENTIAL  DOCUMENTS     1016,    1019 

P,lE51DENriAl    DOCUMENTS     RICHAHO    NUON,    1973 


'I  ifE  i'KKaiuSLM.  1  (i.iij't  believe,  fiisi.  it  woiilj  safi^fy 
thf  inihlii:  mind,  and  il  sl'.ould  nut.  'llir  setimd  point  is 
that  a>  Mi.  Wright,  who  argued  the  (.use,  [  understand 
very  well,  Iiefore  Judijc  Sirica  this  morning,  ha;,  indicated, 
to  have  the  tapes  liilened  to — he  indicated  this  also  in 
hi-s  hrief — cither  h)  a  pro.secutor  or  by  a  judge  or  in 
riimerc,  or  in  any  way,  would  violate  the  principle  of  ton- 
fidcntiality,  and  I  believe  he  is  coircct.  That  is  why  we 
arc  standing  firm  on  the  piuposition  that  we  will  not  agree 
to  the  Senate  committee's  desire  to  have,  for  example,  its 
chief  investigator  listen  to  the  tapes,  or  the  Special  Prose- 
cutor's desire  to  hear  the  tapes,  and  also  why  we  will  op- 
pose, as  Mr.  Wright  did  in  his  argument  this  morning, 
any  compromise  of  the  principle  of  confidentiality. 

Let  me  explain  very  carefully  that  the  principle  of 
confidentiality  either  exists  or  it  does  not  exist.  Once  it 
is  compromised,  once  it  is  known  that  a  conversation  that 
is  held  with  the  President  can  be  subject  to  a  subpoena  by 
a  Senate  committee,  by  a  grand  jury,  by  a  prosecutor,  and 
be  listened  to  by  anyone,  the  principle  of  confidentiality 
is  thereby  irreparably  damaged.  Incidentally,  let  me  say 
that  now  that  tapes  are  no  longer  being  made,  I  suppose 
it  could  be  argued  that,  what  difference  does  it  make  now, 
now  that  these  tapes  are  also  in  the  past.  What  is  involved 
here  is  not  only  the  tapes;  what  is  involved,  as  you  ladies 
and  gentlemen  well  know,  is  the  request  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate  committee  and  the  Special  Prosecutor,  as  well, 
that  we  turn  over  Presidential  papers,  in  other  words,  the 
records  of  conversations  with  the  President  made  by  his 
associates.  Those  papers,  and  the  tapes  as  well,  cannot  be 
turned  over  without  breaching  the  principle  of  confiden- 
tiality. It  was  President  Truman  that  made  that  argument 
very  effectively  in  his  letter  to  a  Senate  committee,  or  his 
response  to  a  Congressional  committee,  a  House  com- 
mittee it  was,  in  1953,  when  they  asked  him  to  turn  over 
his  papers.  So  whether  it  is  a  paper  or  whether  it  is  a  tape, 
what  we  have  to  bear  in  mind  is  that  for  a  President  to 
conduct  the  affairs  of  this  office  and  conduct  them  effec- 
tively, he  must  be  able  to  do  so  with  the  principle  of  con- 
fidentiality intact.  Othenvise,  the  individuals  who  come 
to  talk  to  him,  whether  it  is  his  ad\  iscrs,  or  whether  it  is 
a  visitor  in  the  domestic  field,  or  whether  it  is  someone  in 
a  foreign  field,  will  always  be  speaking  in  a  cunurh-likc 
way,  rather  than  laying  it  on  the  line  as  it  has  to  be  laid 
on  the  line  if  you  are  going  to  have  the  creative  kind  of 
discussion  that  we  have  often  had,  and  it  has  been  respon- 
sible for  some  of  our  successes  in  the  foreign  policy  period, 

ticularly  in  the  past  fcnv  years. 

j.  .Mr.  President,  could  \ou  tell  us  who  \ou  pcrsonalK 
t.ilkcci  to  in  directing  that  investigations  be  made  both  in 
June  of  '72,  shortly  aftc-r  the  Watergate  incident,  anti  last 
March  21,  when  you  got  now  evidencr  and  ordered  n 
mnrr  intensive  in\es;iga;i;in'.' 

I'lii.  PKi.siot.NT.  C'crtalnly.  l:i  .|ihu',  1,  of  course. 
l.ill.iu  to  Mr.  MacCJrcj;iir  fiist  of  all,  who  was  tlio  new 
ili.i;ini.in  of  the  coniiuiltie.  lie  told  me  that  hr  woidd 
(OihlMi  I  a  thorough  ii;\CNtii;aliun  as  far  a>  hi^  entire  ciMU- 


mittce  staff, was  fonc.Tiicd.  \pparently  that  investigation 
was  very  cffertixe  except  for  Mr.  Magruder,  who  stayed 
on.  But  Mr.  .Macflregor  docs  not  have  to  a.sst:rne  respon- 
sibility for  that.  I  say  not  responsibility  for  it  because  ba- 
sically what  happened  there  was  that  he  believed  Mr. 
.Magruder,  and  many  others  have  believed  him,  too.  He 
pio\ ed,  however,  to  be  wrong. 

In  the  White  House,  the  investigation's  responsibility 
was  given  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman  at  the  highest  level,  and  in 
turn  he  delegated  them  to  .Mr.  Dean,  the  W  hite  House 
Counsel,  something  of  which  I  was  aware,  and  of  which 
I  approved. 

Mr.  Dean,  as  White  House  Counsel,  therefore  sat  in 
on  the  FBI  interrogations  of  the  members  of  the  White 
House  Staff  because  vvhat  I  wanted  to  know  was  \vhether 
any  member  of  the  White  House  Staff  was  in  any  way  in- 
volved. If  he  was  involved,  he  would  be  fired.  .'\nd  when 
we  met  on  September  15,  and  again  throughout  our  dis- 
cussions in  the  month  of  Afarch,  Mr.  Dean  insisted  that 
there  was  not — and  I  use  his  words — "a  scintilla  of  evi- 
dence" indicating  that  anyone  on  the  White  House  StafI 
was  involved  in  the  planning  of  the  Watergate  break-in. 

Now,  in  terms  of  after  March  21,  Mr.  Dean  first  was 
given  the  responsibility  to  write  his  own  report,  but  I  did 
not  rest  it  there.  I  also  had  a  contact  made  with  the  Attor- 
ney General  himself.  Attorney  General  Kleindienst,  told 
him — it  was  on  the  27th  of  March — to  report  to  me  di- 
rectly anything  that  he  found  in  this  particular  area,  and  I 
gave  the  responsibility  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman  on  the  29th  of 
March  to  continue  the  investigation  that  Mr.  Dean  was 
unable  to  conclude,  having  spent  a  week  at  Camp  Da\id 
and  unable  to  finish  the  report.  


Mr.  Ehrlichman  questioned  a  number  of  people  in  that 
period  at  my  direction,  including  Mr.  Mitchell,  and  I 
S-hould  also  point  out  that  as  far  as  my  own  activities  were 
concerned,  I  was  not  leaving  it  just  to  them.  I  met  at  great 
length  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  Mr.  Haldenian,  Mr.  Dean 
and  Mr.  Mitchell  on  the  22d.  I  discussed  the  whole  matter 
with  them.  I  kept  pres-sing  for  the  view  that  I  had  had 
throughout,  that  we  must  get  this  story  out,  get  the  truth 
out,  whatever  and  whoe\ er  it  is  going  to  hurt,  and  it  was 
there  that  Mr.  Mitchell  suggested  that  all  the  individuals 
involved  in  the  \Vhite  House  appear  in  an  executi\e  ses- 
sion before  the  Ervin  committee.  We  never  got  that  far, 
i>ut  at  least  that  is  an  indication  of  the  extent  of  my  own 
investigation. 

O.  Mr.  President,  you  have  said  repeatedly  that  you 
trietl  to  get  all  the  facts,  and  just  now  you  n'.eniioned  the 
.\farch  22  meeting  Yet  former  .\ttomev  General  John 
Mitchell  said  that  if  you  h.id  ever  asked  him  at  any  time 
about  the  Watergate 'matter,  he  would  have  told  you  the 
whole  story,  chapter  and  verse.  Was  Mr.  Mitchell  not 
speaking  the  truth  when  he  said  th.u  bofote  the 
.cinuiiittcc? 

Thf  Prksiiu  NT.  .\ow.  Mr.  I.isagor,  I  am  no:  goinj  to 
t|i'.es;ion  .\Ir.  .Mitchell's  veraiilc,  and  1  will  c.nlv  say  that 
throu.;h..iiI  I  li.id  r..nfij.cn<e  in  .Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  Mitch- 
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19.     On  March  29,  1973  a  report  of  James  McCord's  testimony  at  an 
executive  session  in  the  Senate  Select  Committee  on  March  28,  1973 
appeared  in  the  national  press.  The  report  said,  among  other  things, 
that  McCord  testified  that  he  had  been  told  that  John  Mitchell,  Charles 
Colson,  John  Dean  and  Jeb  Magruder  had  prior  knowledge  of  the  Water- 
gate bugging  operation. 
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19.1  Washington  Post,  March  29,  1973,  Al,  A18 432 

19.2  James  McCord  testimony,  SSC  Executive  Session, 

March  28,  1973,  10-17,  31-32 434 
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Cy  Bob  Wouiiward  aiul  Cail  Eeinstein 

.I;inie.s  W.  :.|.;Coi-(i  -Ir.  testified  un^ier  oa;li  yeiiir>l,iy  ihat 
lie  was  inld  oy  his  principal  suj-r;.'!'  in  :ne  '.Vater^atr!  --on- 
;:pj!aev,chat  :;irxi;j-  At'omey  l.c-iif :al  Jo'iin  N.  Mia-neil  iud 
I'orbOi'.ally  jpoiMvevl  plans  to  iini  the  Democ-iaf.s'  iiear!- 
(|U3i:ers.  ac:Lornip.\i  tn  Senate  soia'ces. 

>fcCorcl  tostiiied  fiiat  his  cceoiiopiratoi-  and  i  j  r  :ii  e  r 
White  House  aitie.  G.  Gi)rcon  Liddv,  told  iiim  that  j.'.itciiell 
lind  approvitl  ;rie  plans  and  biKi^^et  for  rhe  Pir^-^in.;  '.w-.iie 
Mitc'neil  -.vas  still  serving  i;s  airoir.ey  .i^anerjl  in  .•'enniary. 
Iy7:2.  iiie  jources  said. 

A'jcorrlm.!  :o  the  sources,  ^IcCor.-i  indicated  that  he 
!:new  (>t  atuiiiional  illejai  v/iri'tri-s  nur  wnn'ci  not  riiscuis 
t'.'.ern  with  the  :^enate  '.V.i'ir'iJ'?  i.'.inimittce  ii.Tie.-^s  he  :s 
granted  immunity  irom  t'unher  proiecuuou. 

McCord  aiso  said  ihat  he  had  .leen  toid  by  Li'tdy  and 
foinier  >V"tite  lioii.ie  con.iui^ant  '1.  rlo'.vard  Hi:nt  ■!;■..  an- 
other coi'.snu-ator.  :h.if.  3r;',-;ii>  nl;al  oiUiisel  Jnlin  '.V.  Deiui 
111  and  former  '.Vhirs  Hiuise  asaisiant  .feh  Stuart  '.;.i.;;;i- 
ilcr  had  advnrce  '<na'.v!?d?e  ot  the  hiigj^i;;-^  operation,  ac- 
cording to  'he  sources. 

In  addition,  the  .<->orrfs  report .>d.  McCord  tastitie':  '.'.'..it 

he  r.°ceive<t     ■fcond-hand  'ntorma::oii"  iii^t  Chiarl^s  '.V. 

Culson.  then  ■■:ec:al  counsel  to  i're.sluer.t  .'.'i.xoi'.  xurw  ;oo 

that  lite  Demrcrats'  ''.V.iterriai.;  headv.uarrers  were  t.'  Oe 

jilacsd  under  lU^ial  i-iectr.mic  •Jur'-'-ihanre. 

Oil,>oii  i-.is  dsnieil  any  advance  ;;.i>"ue^ie  •>(  tr.e  hu^- 
'^*  it*'. 

.McCord'.-;  le>ii.monv  w.ts  delivered  in  .t  -t'ir-licn'.r.  c;  ij-d- 
door  "^ee'in.;  im  the  .Senates  s-lec'  'ommittee  !nvr>''._.:at- 
ir.'j.  tlie  Wnrertate  ouasinq  and  reiat-'d  acts  or  ;io';itc.ii 
e-V!on3'.;9  .:iiri  .-ab.ita'-'e.  U  o.ime  as  i;uni  •.■.-is  api-ar'n'.; 
Li'Tore  a  '.crnnd  jury  at  the  same  hnte.  ilVrads  ..n   I'.i.;^- 

A-r:i. 

McCord  is  schedul^^il  to  .lopr-ar  a^am  hetorn  'he  ^'  'na-e 
Ci'iTintiitee  ■■ext  V-'^'dneid.!'-.  •ir'>iinii.i;iiy  uli-o  i.ie  i  "'i:- 
h'iHee  '.vill  vn;e  '.(•heii'.''r  to  •.raMt  liitn  ■inuvMii'V  Ir'u:!  ;.ir- 
thcr  i>rosecurion. 


a.r.^f^p^-i^i.ita'r^...  •■ 


"  .-i^ 


&*'."  '  i-'^'-v: 


. .  .  Tiamed  hv  .Met"'»rrt 


......  ^.  I 


i:=i- 


C'rlAKLrS  ',V.  COt.SO.S 
.  .  .  c'.iT.ifs  liai>«ltf(l;c 


One  .Sen.ate  source  said  ihat  .McCord's  testimony  about 
;he  alle.;ed  invoUement  of  the  Ji-^h  prssidenttal  aides  was 
i;ear3ay  becaUi«  his  knowledge  came  ironi  Lld.dy  and  Hunt. 

.Ano'her  ni  the  si-iuces  said  that  .^fcJord  '.vas  very  posi- 
tive anoitt  rhrt  !:i:>-!rma'ion  he  received  :rom  Liddy  ahimi 
."•titcheii  "Ther?  "vas  complete  coir.mumcr'.tion  oe";ve-*t» 
.McCord  and  l.i.ii:v  about  the  ^tiivect."  t:'e  .omrce  -aiii. 

That  snurce.  however.  caiitJoned  that  ?kCord'i  ;?.:onTi3- 
i.on  va-i  no'-  i::ti:;c:ent  to  prove  l;leial  ia'-'jivement  or"  oth- 
ir>  in  the  celebr.tted  con^piraL-y. 

riie  soiirres  said  tint  McCori:,  the  f.irmer  .ifc:n:ly  co- 
ordinator ot  thii  Committee  tor  the  He-electioii  ot  ths 
President,  provideit  leai'.s  in  his  'estimony  ^h.^L  coii'd  pro- 
vide adiHtional  i;'::ornia;;on  ;;-;.!ii:  ai'.e-iied  invoi.cmeiit  of 
thii.ie  prosidef.tial  a.'tjs. 

.s,-,.  \v.\rrr;r,.\!K.  a  is,  coi.  i 
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'.VATERGATE.  I'r;im  Al     :  are  bein<;  It>akr?d  cut.  of  z  ^om-      .M:tc-hs!l  pteviouaiy   has  cic-  S.   Muikie  (D-.Majne).  th=;  :ni-i 

.,    .  ,  .,  mittce   '.virncul   anvone   hein^  nied   any   iiiKarxe   -<ni'''-:-'-'l-''^  ti.il  f.-otitr'jni'.ci- :or  iiis  oarr/'sj 

In  audition.  tn.>  sourres  said  ,        ,  .       '  ",  oi"  roe  Warei-jiebui-'ins.  K-  •  i       •   ,  ■       •    " 

♦  1,^.      -v^r'^^i     ;i-,  i     i„,ii~-jrcHl  'ht-re  '.J  t.iCtf  ni5  acciisei's  ;:i:d^"'   V",         ^■'=^-^^-^    -^     ^  ;);-;.'Sic;'.'n:ial    ;M::unacion;    sjy- 

tiicvt    li3    could    nravide    other  tiijc  tnest  alle:ia'.ioni  ere  laUe.  jj,^^|.  ...^^  ,,^,.,;^_  •■'-.  -J"".  ^    •.'■--'^■\  •^-'^■.••dm 

SLibotantia-aon   of   his   jhar-es.  pa:enUv   faise.   I   think    '.ve-ve      rom,n-.,ii-i  -  r^..  •;,-  -u  i„-,,,r  ""■"'"■'.\^-?7;         '>'"  ^- ■"''■"^"'^ 

"lie    sources    t;e=crio-d    tr.e  mace  that  clear  in  Lae  P^it,'. ,   .  „„     ,_..„     -.f,-,-,„.,i       ^^.n  ■         ■  ■-^'^■"••.-.    '•'-     t^"- >^-i -■•'»- 

involvement  ot  Mitciie'l.  Dean  Oiiuinway  said.  'h.va-,,-,!    h     t-i'-^,-    .p  T:>n"  •  ^  I  ,"  .-  -i 

.•inrl     1   -innir  pr — ,  .'Si-'ihfHl     bv        .-^rllimw.T.'      ^.lirl      th^      n'  "i-i..    .  .  .  .  •     ""     '•'•'^      •cnjiijv     ....    ui| 


.  •.  „  1,11, „  ,•  I.  ...  covering  a  lot  oc  territoiy.   .coi'ojtv  s  anfcrui' ?--tt!c»~,?rt. 

«)t  It.  allegations     to     be     anvwiiere,  ^ >-".•. yj. ly  i  am.. nua^  i'^i.^e.^.er.t 

DeVan  L.  Shiim'.v.iv  '  t  h  e.  near  the  L.-jth."  .Shiimwav  said  "'^''"^  ^"'l  -McCord— both  ior-;  v.it.T  a  cor.trib'auon  ior  the  Cle- 
press  spokesman  :or  ;he  Com-  that  the  allegations  were  not  ™^''  ^^-^  smpio.vees— liave:pualicap.  coaveniion:  an  ia'es- 
iv.ittee  for  the  Reelection  of  sumrisin-;  "considenn-  the.  ^^*"  i"iP''"!;ed  in  apuai-<rntly.  lu'ation  ot  syndicated  coiu-il- 
l!i?  iTe^ident.  aiso  den:e<l  last,  circumstances  under  which  unpieccceiued  s.oytr.i  and  in-  .'list  Jac.t  .Vr.derson:  mvestisa- 
M-ht    as   he   ha-i   in    the   past,   tiiev    u-re    made."  ,  teiUsence     4at;ienn4      opera-,  t-.ons  o:  leaks  to  the  ne-.i-s  me- 

that  any  ot  the  oiticials  named;  .\sked  bv  a  reoorter  ii  byi"^'^"*  conduc:ed  a^amsc  radi-,dia  that,  according;  to  Tins 
bv  .McCord  iiad  anv  advance  circumstances  he  meant  The^c^'  political  movements,  tae,  Masiaiine.  included  :appLn4  re- 
l.nowledc:e  oE  the  Watergate  tact  that  .McCord  is  lacn"  a  ''-'^'•"'^  m=uia  and  tne  Demo-  porters'  telephones:  and  i.-Jil 
bu;-,'in5.  ;  prison    sentence.    Shiunvay  cr^''^  ^^"y-  j  tration     ot     radical      student 

••UVU.  I  tliink  that  asainlsaid:  "Yes.  that  would  be  one;  Included  are  riisrnpti"e  ac-i -groups  and  the_  Vietna.-3  Vet- 
that  'hese  are  allegations  thatiof    the   circumstances."  i  tivities  aimed  at  ben.  tdniund '*''■■'■'''  .Aiainst  the  'Air. 

^ I      I'he  latest  round  ot'   Water-i 

~    ~  i  -are  developments  beaan  last 

!  Friday    '.vnen    McCord.    Hunt 

i  ;ird  the  live  other  '.Vater^ate 

t'.nspirators    were     scheiiuled 


to  be  sentenced  by  Cliief  U  S.'aide   Mauruder  as  iiavin''  ad-'arch:tect  ol   Mr.   Xixon's  suc-i     Ma^ruder.  a  former  key.av!'; 
District  Jud'ie  John  I.  Sirica,     jvance   k.iowledge  of   the  bug!  esssful     IMS    campaiiSn    s^ra'sis'ant  to  Haide.'aaa    le-'t'thit' 

In  open  co.ia.  Sinca  read  ^.zm.  Ite^y  and  resigned  as  attorney  ,_^.^,^^   ^^^'.^  j^"       '      ^  , 

letter   ne   had    revr^ivet!   trom:      .McCord  then  askc<l  that  he|  S-nS-'^l  to  serve  .is  i.V  I'.'-asi-:.    _     .  ,.,-■□.■  ', 

McCord  who  said  ue  knew  of  he   allowed    to    testify    underident's    caniual:;.T    mana-'er    in:"'"'^''^  manager  ot  .  res;dfnt  ! 
••political  pressure."  ■perjury"  |  oath  to  the  seven  members  of  |  the  1972  eieoiion.  He  then  re-  NiNon'.s    r^Alectinn    carcpaisn 
and  the  involvement  ot  others!  the  Senate  'WnterKate  commit- isi/ned   as   i-anipuirin   n!aiU',:er  '.in'il    .^t!tchel•    tonic    over    a->  ■ 
in  the  Watergate.  I  t--e,    and    yesterday's     session  1  two  .veeks  arter  the  \Vater:;a'.e  ,.jp,pai3n   m.ina'.ier.   Ma^rader  • 

That  afternoon  and  a23in  onjwas  arranged.  bu,;i:ni;.  titir.i  his  wife's  de-  ,-.^^^   ^^.'^^   Mitc'ne'!'s\rinoiafl 

Sn'.urnay    aft.-rnoon.    McCord|     .M.i^^iurier     asain     denied     tomands   that   he   leave  poUtic-s  jj^.p^^.    \;ter  .jervt-^'as  d--"'e 
met  \ri;untarily  m   .-ecret  ses-lThe  U'ashinviton  Post  last  ni^nt' as  the  reason.  !,,,_;   jf'^iP    .\"i\on'.s 'f-'au"ural 

sions  with   .'^jmuel    U.ish,    thejili^t  he  had  any  .-idvance  intor-       pean.    the    director    of    all  Committee   '   \la->r-i'^'->-   "-v.aj 
duvf  counsel   ui  the  ^  Senate's |mution     about    the     Wateruate^  ^^..^^^  ^,^^^^  f^^^,  matters,  re-,  named  to  a  s.ib-cVo:ne:  po.n  in 


\ia'.er.;ate  inv'--ti.:atin:;   coni-.ou.!-in!j.    .AsKed    aooiit    reiioits:  .,.,..      the  Comme-ce  Ceaarar'e-C  bv 

mittee.  Oasii  then  announced,  from  iome  of  his  friends  that  ports  dir'ctiy  to  i  resK.ent  N;.\-  -IJ^  o-^jj^..,--  """ "  ■""■•■ 
on  Sunday  at  an  uni;.^ualai-e>sl.Ma-rurter  mi:;ht  be  raade  a;""  2"^  *^-  ^-  ila'deman.  the  ■X;,;^^,  w'no  — c-i''v  Vf- rtn. 
1  ...iierence  that  .McCord  had,-.;..criiicijl  Iamb,"  in  Ihe  W.iter-: .  ^'  '^'■'-<^  "<":=«  ■-'^'■i''  "t  ^t^"^-  Ho  ,_^..^,.|,-  .j;^^^^  ^'-  J^^,-^-^  'invade 
■namt-d  names"  oi  o'hrrs  who'j.ite  case.  Ma'iriider  answ-r-L-d:. '^  ''"•''  o'''-'  ••'•^  i-^'  thoie  |  ^.^  or-c'' -e  was"sW"c-al  •jut" 
.illo-ediy  had  advance  '.tnowl.l  -You  mean  bv  the  White' n^f^'^'l  '■':■"  -McCord  vcho  still  ^"j  ,-^  ^■^^•■u;....;^l^.,.--_^^_^^^^'; 
cJ-'e  of  the  bu.i.;in2  of  the.Hoiiie'.'  I  luve  absolutely  no  !'''''"'s  a  ^\  hite  Hou-ie  or  cab-'j,,..^'^.^!,.'  ^g"  t^,.  v'iVor  I'd  'o 
Dcm.ocrats"    \Vater;ate    iiead-ireason  ro  .■lusuect  that.  I'm  not^"-'''  po.Mtion.  :  li.ilci,-.ma:i.     cMsan  -econ-.- 

quarters.  hut  IJash  refused  toiworried."  I      It    w.is    Dean    who    reconi-^T,end.Jil   that  another  .i':'    the 

di  ;'.iose  the  names.  j     The  four  persons  named  hvim.ended     In     .Ma..:ruaer     that  tnen -u'osequently  i-onviovdin 

(")ri  .Monday.  The  l.os  .VnJe-' -McC'.ird  were  all  Iii.:h-r3iik:n4i  Liddy    he    hir-.-d     is    nener.d  the       '.Vaier.'jie      i-ons3:r.io'v. 
!i'>  Times    tirst    reptirted.  anil   presulentiai  adviser.!  or  assist-; couiis-l  of  the  v'.inim.ittee   t'or  ;iunt,    he    hif-d    .-.s    a    '.Vhii:»  i 
fi'lier     Senate     sources     later,  ants     durint!     the     I'irsi     imirlthe   Re-Lleclion   <■:   the    !'r>.-;'-^  J;  o  ii  s  e      i-onvjuUaiit.       Hu.-:'. 
confirmed,   that    .McCord    had  yenrs  of  the  Nixon  adminiotra-|iient.  accon!in-j  to  .'.Ia,'ruiier's  worked    un.Ici-   Colson    i-fr  al 
named     preiidential     ciiiinsel  tion.  jlestimony    at    the    U'ater.,'ate,  .east  part  of  his  ''.'"lite  liouse 

Djan  and  former  \'.hite  ilouae;      Mitcliell    w.is    the   principiil|  tri.il.  j  tenure. 
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record  and  now  if  there  is  no  objection  by  the  Committee, 
I  will  instruct  the  Staff  to  supply  a  copy  of  the  transcript 
to  Mr.  McCord  and  Mr.  Fensterwald  for  correction  purposes  only, 
to  be  returned  to  the  Staff  without  further  disclosure  to  any 
person. 

Is  there  objection? 

Hearing  none,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Now,  Mr.  McCord,  is  there  a  second  memorandum? 

Mr.  McCord.  Yes,  sir,  there  is. 

Senator  Baker.   Would  you  proceed  to  read  it? 

Mr.  McCord.   Yes,  sir. 

I  will  state  simply  by  ray  [sic]  of  introduction  to  the 
memorandum,  itself,  that  it  was  prepared  in  writing  by  me 
for  the  purpose  of  essentially  being  as  accurate  as  I  knew 
how  in  presenting  the  information  that  might  be  of  assistance 
to  your  Committee,  knowing  that  perhaps  under  the  stresses 
of  a  question  and  answer,  cross-examination  session,  I  might 
not  be  so  accurate.   I  felt  it  would  be  to  my  best  interest, 
as  well  as  to  to  [sic]  yours,  to  try  to  set  it  down  in  writing  and 
to  get  it  as  precise  and  as  specific  as  I  could.   I  would  hope 
to  be  able  to  do  so  in  the  future  on  other  information  -that 
you  might  want  and,  in  turn,  to  submit  them  to  you  for  ques- 
tioning and  cross-examination,  as  you  feel  appropriate  of  me. 

The  memorandum  was  dated  March  26,  1973,  with  the 
subject  of:   John  Dean,  the  Third,  which  was  one  of  the  two 
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individuals  mentioned  in  the  earlier  memoranda,  which  has 
been  entered  into  the  record.   I  will  state  that  by  way  of 
amplification  on  the  wording  in  the  memorandum  itself,  that 
all  of  this  information  which  I  will  read  to  you  at  this 
point,  came  from  conversations  with  the  Defendant,  Mr.  Gordon 
Liddy,  unless  otherwise  stated  within  the  memoranda,  and  there 
is  a  one-page  memoranda  [sic]  with  some  possible  leads  for 
exploration  by  the  Committee  if  it  cares  to  do  so,  or  feels 
It  appropriate. 

The  material  then  that  I  will  read  comes  from  conversa- 
tions with  Gordon  Liddy  himself.   I  will  state  further  by  way 
of  explanation  that  Mr.  Liddy  and  I  worked  as  full-time  staff 
members  at  the  Committee  to  Re-Elect  the  President,  from 
approximately  January  1,  1972,  on  through  June  of  1972.   At 
the  time  that  we  both  came  into  the  staff  full-time,  I  had 
been  previously  connected  with  it  part-time.  The  offices 
then  were  on  the  second  floor  and  the  fourth  floor  of  the 
committee  facilities  at  1701  Pennsylvania  Avenue.   We  had  just 
moved  up  to  the  fourth  floor  of  the  Main  —  the  Committee 
had  the  main  staff  offices  under  Jeb  Magruder,  then  Acting 
Director  of  the  Committee,  in  January  1972.   My  association 
with  Mr.  Liddy  at  this  point  in  time,  he  came  aboard  approx- 
imately some  time  in  December  1972,  because  there  was  a 
small  staff  — 

Mr.  Fensterwald.   [one  word  unreadable] 
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Mr.  McCord.   '71,  correction,  because  the  Staff  at 
that  point  was  fairly  small.   I  think  at  the  time  we  were  on 
the  second  floor,  prior  to  December,  it  was  somewhere  between 
25  and  perhaps  AO  people,  and  in  January  that  staff  began  to 
increase.  And  I  am  -giving  [sic]  an  estimate  on  It.   I  would  say 
probably  something  between  50  and  60  people.   Because  there 
was  a  fairly  small  number  of  people  within  the  confines  of 
the  offices,  I  would  see  them  dally.  We  would  have  a  fair 
number  of  conversations  each  day,  personally,  and  we   were 
constantly  running  into  each  other  in  the  offices.   I  say  that 
simply  by  way  of  laying  some  type  of  foundation  for  my  as- 
sociation with  him  at  that  point.   My  association  at  that 
point  was  strictly  official.   I  had  no  social  association  with 
him  at  the  time  that  this  memorandum  is  written. 

Now,  to  quote  from  the  memorandum  Itself,  the  memorandum 
reads : 

"Subject:   John  Dean,  III." 
The  memorandum  states: 

"From  Llddy"  and  by  that  I  mean  to  infer  or  Indicate 
that  what  I  had  to  say  below  was,  as  I  have  stated  to  you, 
some  conversation  with  him. 

"From  Llddy."   I  had  better  read  the  memorandum. 
"John  Dean,  Jeb  Magruder,  Gordon  Liddy  and  John 
Mitchell,  In  February  1972,  met  in  Mr.  Mitchell's  Office 
at  the  Department  of  Justice  and  held  the  first  formal  dis- 
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cussion  of  bugging  and  other  related  operations.   This  infor- 
mation — 

Mr.  Dash.   I  did  not  hear  the  last  sentence,  bugging 
the  what? 

Mr.  McCord.   "Bugging  and  other  related  operations. 
This  information  came  to  me  from  several  discussions  before 
and  after  the  meeting  and  came  from  Gordon  Liddy.  John 
Mitchell  was  then  Attorney  General,  and  was  Attorney  General 
until  March  1,  1972,  as  I  understood  it."  And  by  that  I  mean, 
as  I  recall  it. 

"Mr.  Liddy  had  planned  for  the  meeting  very  carefully 
and  had  drafted  out  in  longhand  budget  figures  for  various 
items  of  expense  and  had  discussed  them  and  certain  details 
of  the  overall  operation."  By  that  I  mean  the  "bugging  opera- 
tions and  related  operations,  and  by  that  I  mean  photography 
operations  and  possibly  other  matters. 

Back  to  the  memorandum: 

"With  Jeb  Magrude,  [sic]  so  Mr.  Liddy  told  me.  Magruder 
reportedly  set  up  the  meeting  with  Mitchell.   Liddy  was,  at 
.that  time,  in  an  office  on  the  fourth  floor  at  1701  Pennsyl- 
vania Avenue,  Northwest,  near  Magruder's  Office.   Subsequent 
to  seeing  the  longhand  draft,  Liddy  had  a  typed  report  on 
the  subject  on  his  desk  during  one  of  the  discussions,  these 
discussions,  and  my  impression  was  that  he  was  planning  to 
send  it  or  to  take  it  by  hand  to  someone  in  the  IJhice  House. 
House. 
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I  do  not  know  to  whom  he  took  it. 

"The  meeting  was  set  up  for  one  particular  day,  but 
was  cancelled  and  re-set  for  a  day  or  so  later.   It  was  an 
afternoon  meeting,  as  I  recall,  and  my   impression  was,  from 
what  Liddy  told  me  that  it  lasted  an  hour  or  more.  He  said 
that  the  — "  I  will  come  back  to  this.   "He  said  that  the 
discussion  had  covered  the  pros  and  cons  of  various  bugging 
type  operations. 

Senator  Gumey.  Covered  the  what? 

Mr.  McCord.   "Covered  the  pros  and  c6ns  of  the  various 
bugging  type  operations."  I  will  explain  this  subsequently. 

"No  decisions  were  made  at  the  meeting  about  proceeding 
with  the  operation  but  the  impression  Liddy  had,seaaied  to  be 
that  the  operation  would  be  approved. 

"A  few  days  later  Dean  told  Liddy  that  a  way  would  have 
to  be  worked  out  to  undertake  the  operation  without  directly 
involving  the  Attorney  General  so  that  he  would  have  dentabil- 
Ity  about  it  at  a  future  date.   Dean  told  Liddy  at  this  time 
that  the  funding  for  the  operation  would  subsequently  come  to 
him  through  other  than  regular  Committee  for  the  Re-Election 
of  the  President  (C.R.P.)  ftmding  mechanism,  so  there  would 
be  no  record  of  it.   This  was  not  further  explained  to  me. 

"About  30  days  after  the  February  meeting,  in  the 
Attorney  General's  office,  Liddy  told  me  that  the  operation 
'had  been  approved '  and  that  the  funding  for  It  would  cone 
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through   shortly.      My   Impression  was    that    this  word   of   the 

approval   came    from  Den,    [sic]    although   this  was   not    specifically 

stated   by  Liddy.      Dean  was   Llddy's    legal   counterpart   at   the 

White  House.      Liddy  was, at   this   time, (February   1972)    Legal 

Counsel   for   the  Committee   to   Re-Elect   the  President." 

Under  the  heading  of  leads: 

"One  of  Llddy's  secretaries,  in  February  1972,  was  Sylvia 
Panarltes,  I  would  believe  that  she  may  have  typed  some  of 
the  drafts  referred  to  above  and  possibly  other  correspondence 
In  connection  with  the  meeting  with  the  Attorney  General,  and 
possibly  for  Dean  from  Liddy  in  connection  thereto." 

Page  2  of  the  memorandum.  Item  2: 

"Liddy  in  preparing  for  the  February  meeting,  had  prepared 
some  professionally  done  charts,  roughly  A  feet  by  A  feet. 
(This  ±8  only  an  estimate  that  may  vary.)   For  which  he  said  — 
for  which  he  paid,  correction,  approximately  $7  to  have  done. 
My  Impression  was  that  they  were  commercially  done  and,  there- 
fore, a  check  with  the  Washington  area  firms  for  February 
may  develop  a  record  and  documentation  for  the  contents  of 
these  charts. 

"Liddy  said  that  Dean  told  me  after  the  February  meeting 
to  destroy  the  charts  but  Liddy  said  that  he  had  paid  so  much 
for  them  that  he  did  not  plan  to  do  so.   The  charts  were  brought 
in  late  one  afternoon  and  left  in  his  office  on  the  fourth 
floor  wrapped  in  brown  paper,  plain  brown  wrapping  paper. 
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He  asked  me  to  lock  his  office  overnight  and  I  arranged  to 
have  it  done  or  did  so,  personally.   I  do  not  recall. 

"When  the  first  meeting  with  the  Attorney  General  was 
cancelled,  Liddy  asked  that  the  charts  be  again  stored  under 
lock  and  key  overnight,  the  following  night  or  nights,  which 
was  done  in  his  office.   I  never  saw  the  charts  but  Sylvia 
Panarites  may  have.   She  asked  for  a  spare  key  for  his  office 
on  the  grounds  that  she  had  to  come  in  early  and  do  some  work, 
and  my  impressions  were  that  she  was  curious  about  the  charts. 
Liddy  had  previously  authorized  her  to  have  a  key  when  needed, 
and  it  is  my  recollection  that  they  Issued  one  for  permanent 
use  at  that  time.   I  would  estimate  that  six  or  more  charts 
were  contained  within  the  wrapping  paper. 

"Item  3.   Liddy's  secretary,  after  we  moved  to  the  second 
floor  in  about  March  1972,  was  Sally  Harmony.   She  typed 
menoranda  for  him  from  the  Monitoring  Logs  and  may  be  able 
to  furnish  further  details  about  Dean's  familiarity  with  the 
Watergate  operation.   She  would  have  other  details  of  interest. 

"Item  4.   My  best  recoll-ction  [sic]  of  the  February  meeting 
at  the  Attorney  General's  Office  was  that  it  was  during  the 
last  half  of  the  month,  some  time  from  the  15th  on.   Perhaps 
the  Justice  Department,  or  Attorney  General's  logs,  or  the 
Attorney  General's  Secretary's  appointment  book  would  reflect 
the  date. 

"Item  5.   Jeb  Magruder  had  an  administrative  assistant 
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named  Robert  Reisner,  who  kept  Magruder's  appointment  book. 

Reisner  may  have  entered  the  date  of  appointment  in  Magruder's 

appointment  book  as  well  as  in  similar  records  of  his  own. 

IJhether  Reisner  is  knowledgeable  of  the  operation,  I  do  not 

know." 

And  my  initials  follow  that,  JIWC,  and  then  the  words 

"for  interview,  simply  as  recap,  Sylvia  Panarltes,  Sally 

Harmony,  the  Secretary  to  John  Mitchell  and  Robert  Reisner. 
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Now,  I  realize  that  this  is  a  completion  of  the  memorandum. 
I  realize  that  this  is  fairly  concise  and  that  there  are  a 
number  of  questions. 

I  think  I  should  state  at  this  point,  that  my  job  at 
that  time  was  that  of  Chief  of  Security  of  the  Committee  for 
the  Re-Election  of  the  President.   1  had  custody  of  the  keys 
that  are  referred  to  in  this  memoranda,  [sic]   From  the  nature  of  the 
material  that  you  have  read,  it  is  obvious  that  Liddy  and  I 
had  had^  considerable  discussions  about  this  matter  and  I  will 
be  glad  to  answer  your  questions  to  the  best  I  can  from  this 
point. 

Senator  Baker.  Thank  you,  Mr.  McCord. 

Novj,  before  we  proceed  further,  I  would  like  to  suggest 
to  the  Members  of  the  Committee  that  while  each  of  us,  I  am 
sure, have  questions,  that  we  want  to  ask  on  our  own,  it  seems 
to  me  the  most  logical  and  manageable  handling  of  the  lntervie^^^ 
[unreadable]  proceed  is  to  ask  Mr.  Dash  and  Mr.  Thompson,  who  have  had 
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you  have  mentioned? 

Mr.  Dash.   I  will  make  that  a  little  tigheter,  fsicl  Mr.  McCord, 
involved  at  the  same  level  of  operation  as  a  Mr.  Magruder 
or  Ht.[sic]  Mitchell  or  Mr.  Dean? 

Mr.  McCord.   You  are  speaking  of  the  senior  level, 
essentially? 

Mr.  Dash.   Yes. 

Mr.  McCord.   Well,  I  cannot  speak  with  conclusion.   I 
will  state  only  impressions,  if  you  want  it,  and  that  may  be 
very  inaccurate  for  you,  so  I  leave  it  up  to  you. 

Mr.  Dash.   If  you  have  Impressions  upon  which  you  have  a 
basis,  upon  which  you  state  those  impressions. 

Mr.  McCord.   I  will  state  for  you  then  what  t  know  on 
the  subject. 

There  were  numerous  conversations  between  approximately 
March  1972,  and  the  date  of  our  arrest,  either  by  myself  with 
Mr.  Liddy  or  the  three  of  us,  Mr.  Hunt,  Mr.  Liddy  and  myself, 
sometimes  in  Mr.  Hunt's  offices  across  the  street  in  the  Robert 


F.  Bennett  Associates  Offices.   On  a  couple  of  occasions, 
one  specifically  some  time  in  May  1972,  as  best  I  recall,  Mr. 
Hunt  had  a  —  had  drawn  up  a  written  step-by-step  description 
of  how  the  Watergate  operation,  the  bugging  operation  and  the 
photography  operation  might  proceed  at  the  Democratic 
National  Committee  Headquarters;  And  in  connection  thereto, 
he  left  me  with  the  impression  that  this  copy  was  going  to  be 
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Charles  Colson  for  whom  Mr.  Hunt  had  said  previously,  in 

previous  discussions,  that  he  had  done  work. 

Mr.  Dash.   Now,  has  this  left  you  with  the  impression, 
then? 

Mr.  McCord.   I  eun  trying  to  level  in  on  it,  if  I  may. 

Mr.  Dash.   All  right,  I  am  sorry. 

Mr.  McCord.   His  previous  discussions  in  this  regard  had 
been  generally  along  this  line,  that  he  had,  that  he  worked 
for  Mr.  Colson  at  the  l-fhite  House;  that  their  association 
and  working  relationship  in  some  way  continued  beyond  March 
'     1972.   And,  in  discussing  plans  for  the  Watergate,  he  entered  — 
in  which  Mr.  Liddy  and  Mr.  Hunt  and  I  were  sitting  down  and 
talking  jointly  without  being  specific,  he  would  interject  the 
name  of  Mr.  Colson,  but  in  the  sense  of  indicating  or  inferring 
that  he  was  going  to  discuss  some  part  of  the  plan  with  Mr. 
Colson,  yes,  with  Mr.  Colson.   I  cannot  give  you  the  exact 
■^"TJimniTg  except  to  state  that  he  said  something  to  the  effect 


that,  well,  I  will  be  seeing  Mr.  Colson  and  it  was  unclear  to 
me  what  relationship  Mr.  Colson  had  with  the  Watergate  opera- 
tion, if  any.   I  did  not  pursue  the  questioning  at  that  point 
to  find  out  because  I  —  but,  I  was  unclear  as  to  exactly 
what  Mr.  Hunt's  relationship  was  with  him  and  since  we  were 
both  not  working  within  the  Committee  itself  at  that  particular 
time,  I  had  no  reason  to  pursue  It.   I  assume  that  if  he 
interjected  the  name,  that  the  man  had  some  official,  or  some 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


(443) 


20.     On  August  15,  1973  the  President  stated  that  when  he  learned  on 
March  30,  1973  that  Dean  had  been  unable  to  complete  his  report  he 
instructed  Ehrlichman  to  conduct  an  independent  inquiry  and  to  bring 
all  the  facts  to  him.   On  March  30  the  President  met  with  John  Ehrlichman 
and  Ronald  Ziegler  from  12:02  to  12:13  p.m.  According  to  the  White  House 
edited  transcript  of  this  meeting,  the  only  subject  discussed  was  a  draft 
statement  to  be  issued  by  Ziegler  at  a  press  briefing.   Ehrlichman  has 
testified  that  at  the  noon  meeting  the  President  directed  him  to  conduct 
an  inquiry  into  the  Watergate  matter.   Ehrlichman  has  testified  that 
the  President  said  he  was  satisfied  John  Dean  was  in  this  Watergate 
activity  so  deeply  that  he  simply  could  not  any  longer  have  anything  to 
do  with  it;  that  the  President  needed  to  know  about  executive  privilege 
and  the  attorney-client  privilege;  that  the  President  needed  someone 
to  set  strategy  with  regard  to  testifying  at  the  Committee  and  the  grand 
jury  and  other  places;  and  that  the  President  needed  the  truth  about  the 
Watergate  matter. 
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The  time  has  come  to  turn  Watergate  over  to  the  courts,  where  the 
questions  of  guilt  or  innocence  belong.  The  time  has  come  for  the  rest  of  us 
to  get  on  with  the  urgent  business  of  our  Nation. 

Last  November,  the  American  people  were  given  the  clearest  choice 
of  this  century.  Your  votes  were  a  mandate,  which  I  accepted,  to  complete 
the  initiatives  we  began  in  my  first  term  and  to  fulfill  the  promises  I  made 
for  my  second  term. 

This  Administration  was  elected  to  control  inflation — to  reduce  the 
power  and  size  of  Government — to  cut  the  cost  of  Government  so  that  you 
can  cut  the  cost  of  living — to  preserve  and  defend  those  fundamental 
values  that  have  made  America  great — to  keep  the  Nation's  military 
strength  second  to  none — to  achieve  peace  with  honor  in  Southeast  Asia, 
and  to  bring  home  our  prisoners  of  war — to  build  a  new  prosperity,  with- 
out inflation  and  without  war — to  create  a  structure  of  peace  in  the  world 
that  would  endure  long  after  we  are  gone. 

These  are  great  goals,  they  are  worthy  of  a  great  people,  and  I  would 
not  be  true  to  your  trust  if  I  let  myself  be  turned  aside  from  achieving  those 
goals. 

If  you  share  my  belief  in  these  goals — if  you  want  the  mandate  you 
gave  this  Administration  to  be  carried  out — then  I  ask  for  your  help  to 
ensure  that  those  who  would  exploit  Watergate  in  order  to  keep  us  from 
doing  what  we  were  elected  to  do  will  not  succeed. 

I  ask  tonight  for  your  understanding,  so  that  as  a  Nation  we  canleam 
the  lessons  of  Watergate  and  gain  from  that  experience. 

I  ask  for  your  help  in  reaffirming  our  dedication  to  the  principles  of 
decency,  honor,  and  respect  for  the  institutions  that  have  sustained  our 
progress  through  these  past  two  centuries. 

And  I  ask  for  your  support  in  getting  on  once  again  with  meeting 
your  problems,  improving  your  life,  building  your  future. 

With  your  help,  with  God's  help,  we  will  achieve  those  great  goals 
for  America. 

Thank  you  and  good  evening. 

note:  The  President  spoke  at  9  p.m.  in  his  Oval  Office  at  the  White  House.  His 
address  was  broadcast  live  on  radio  and  television. 

The  Watergate   Investigation  '^^  evidence  is  not  only  extensive  but  very  much  in  con- 

^                           ^  flict.  It  would  be  neither  fair  nor  appropriate  for  me 

Slalement  by  the  President.     August    15,  1973  to  assess  the  evidence  or  comment  on  specific  witnesses 

■^■^  or  their  credibility.  That  is  the  function  of  the  Senate 

On  May   17  the  Senate  Select  Committee  began  its  Committee  and  the  courts.  What  I  intend  to  do  here  is 

hearings  on  Watergate.  Five  days  later,  on  May  22,  I  to  cover  the  principal  issues  relating  to  m>  outi  conduct 

issued  a  detailed  statement  discussing  my  relationship  ^^[,ich  have  lieen  raised  since  my  statement  of  May  22, 

to  the  matter.  I  stated  categorically  that  I  had  no  prior  ^^^  thereby  to  place  the  testimony  on  those  issues  in  per- 

knowledgc  of  the  Watergate  operation  and  that  I  neither  soective 

knew  of  nor  took  part  in  anv  subsequent  efforts  to  cover  ,-,         ,,      or>Lri_j                  i         ij        r 

,     ,               .    ,       X  '       ,  ,          ■       I                •  I  said  on  May  22  that  I  had  no  prior  knowledge  of 

It  up.  I  also  stated  that  I  would  not  invoke  executive  .,,.■■               , 

-  ',              .     .     .•             1                 .        J   r  the  Watergate  operation.   In  all  the  testimonv.  there  is 

privilege  as  to  testimonv  ny  present  and  former  mem-  &          t-                                                 • 

hers  of  my  White  House  Staff  with  respect  to  possible  "°'  '^^  ^''shtest  evidence  to  the  contrary.  Not  a  single 

.riminal  acts  then  under  investigation.  *^""'^''  ^"^  testified  that  I   had  any  knowledge  of  the 

Ihirty-hvc  witnesses  have  testified  so  far.  The  record  planning  for  the  Watergate  break-in. 
is  more  than  7,500  pages  and  some  2  million  words  long.  It  is  also  true,  as  I  said  on  May  22,  that  I  took  no  part 

The  allegatio!'«  -^re  m-ny,  the  facts  are  complicated,  and  in,   and   was   not  aware  of,   any  subsequent   efforts  to 
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write  a  complete  report  on  all  that  he  knew  of  the  entire 
Watergate  matter.  On  March  28,  I  had  Mr.  Ehrlichman 
call  the  Attorney  General  to  find  out  if  he  had  additional 
information  about  Watergate  generally  or  White  House 
involvement.  The  Attorney  General  was  told  that  I 
wanted  to  hear  directly  from  him,  and  not  through  any 
staff  people,  if  he  had  any  information  on  White  House 
in\olvenient  or  if  information  of  that  kind  should  come 
to  him.  The  Attorney  General  indicated  to  Mr.  Ehrlich- 
man that  he  had  no  such  information.  When  I  learned 
on  March  30  that  Mr.  Dean  had  been  unable  to  com- 
plete his  report,  I  instructed  Mr.  Ehrlichman  to  con- 
duct an  independent  inquiry  and  bring  all  the  facts  to 
me.  On  .-\pril  14,  Mr.  Ehrlichman  gave  me  his  findings, 
and  I  directed  that  he  report  them  to  the  .Attorney  Gen- 
eral immediately.  On  -April  15,  .\ttorney  General  Klein - 
dienst  and  Assistant  .Attorney  General  Petersen  told  me 
of  new  information  that  had  been  received  by  the 
prosecutors. 

Bv  that  time  the  fragmentary  information  I  had  been 
given  on  March  2 1  had  been  supplemented  in  important 
ways,  particularly  by  Mr.  Enrlichman's  report  to  me  on 
April  14,  by  the  information  Mr.  Kleindienst  and  Mr. 
Petersen  gave  me  on  April  15,  and  by  independent  in- 
quiries I  had  been  making  on  my  own.  .\t  that  point,  I 
realized  that  I  would  not  be  able  personally  to  find  out 
all  of  the  facts  and  make  them  public,  and  I  concluded 
that  the  matter  was  best  handled  by  the  Justice  Depart- 
ment and  the  grand  jury.  On  April  17,  I  announced  that 
new  inquiries  were  underway,  as  a  result  of  what  I  had 
learned  on  March  21  and  in  my  own  investigation  since 
that  time.  I  instructed  all  Government  employees  to  co- 
operate with  the  judicial  process  as  it  moved  ahead  on 
this  matter  and  expressed  my  personal  view  that  no  im- 
munity should  be  given  to  any  individual  who  had  held 
a  position  of  major  importance  in  this  Administration. 

My  consistent  position  from  the  beginning  has  been 
to  get  out  the  facts  about  Watergate,  not  to  cover  them 

up- 
on May  22  I  said  that  at  no  time  did  I  authorize  any 
offer  of  executive  clemency  for  the  Watergate  defend- 
ants, nor  did  f  know  of  any  such  offer.  I  reaffirm  that 
statement.  Indeed,  I  made  my  view  clear  to  Mr.  Ehr- 
lichman in  July  1972,  that  under  no  circumstances  could 
executive  clemency  be  considered  for  those  who  partici- 
pated in  the  Watergate  break-in.  I  maintained  that 
position  throughout. 

On  May  22  I  said  that  "it  wa.s  not  until  the  time  of 
my  own  investigation  that  I  learned  of  the  break-in  .at 
the  office  of  Mr.  ElUberg's  psvrhiatrist,  and  I  specifically 
authorized  the  furnishing  of  this  information  to  Judge 
Byrne."  .After  a  very  careful  review.  I  have  determined 
lh.it  this  .statement  nf  mine  is  not  precisely  accurate.  It 
was  on  March  17  that  I  first  learned  of  the  break-in  at 
the  office  of  Dr.  Fielding,  and  that  w.as  4  d.tys  before  the 
beginning  of  ii'..  ;;..;;  iuvcstiyation  on  March  21.  I  w.as 


told  then  that  nothing  by  way  of  evidence  had  f)een  ob- 
tained in  the  break-in.  On  April  18  I  learned  that  the 
Justice  Department  had  interrogated  or  was  going  to 
interrogate  Mr.  Hunt  about  this  break-in.  I  was  gravely 
concerned  that  other  activities  of  the  Special  Investiga- 
tions Unit  might  he  disclosed,  because  I  knew  this  could 
seriously  injure  the  national  .security.  Consequently,  I 
directed  Mr.  Petersen  to  stick  to  the  Watergate  investiga- 
tion and  stay  out  of  national  security  matters.  On  April 
25  Attorney  General  Kleindienst  came  to  me  and  urged 
that  the  fact  of  the  break-in  should  be  disclosed  to  the 
court,  despite  the  fact  that,  since  no  evidence  had  been 
obtained,  the  law  did  not  clearly  require  it.  I  concurred 
and  authorized  him  to  report  the  break-in  to  Judge 
Byrne. 

In  view  of  the  incident  of  Dr.  Fielding's  office,  let  me 
emphasize  two  things. 

First,  it  was  and  is  important  that  many  of  the  matters 
worked  on  by  the  Special  Investigations  Unit  not  be  puf>- 
licly  disclosed  because  disclosure  would  imquestionably 
damage  the  national  security.  This  Is  why  I  have  exer- 
cised executive  privilege  on  some  of  these  matters  in  con- 
nection with  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Ehrlichman  and  others. 
The  Senate  Committee  has  learned  through  its  investiga- 
tion the  general  facts  of  some  of  these  security  matters 
and  has  to  date  wisely  declined  to  make  them  public  or 
to  contest  in  these  respects  my  claim  of  executive  privilege. 

Second,  I  at  no  time  authorized  the  use  of  illegal  means 
by  the  Special  Investigations  Unit,  and  I  was  not  aware 
of  the  break-in  of  Dr.  Fielding's  office  until  March  17, 
1973. 

Many  persons  will  ask  why,  when  the  facts  are  as  I  have 
stated  them,  I  do  not  make  public  the  tape  recordings 
of  my  meetings  and  conversations  with  members  of  the 
White  House  Staff  during  this  period. 

I  am  aware  that  such  terms  as  "separation  of  powers" 
and  "executive  priWIege"  are  lawyen'  terms,  and  that 
those  doctrines  have  been  called  "afistruse"  and  "eso- 
teric." Lei  me  state  the  commoasense  of  the  matter. 
Every  day  a  President  of  the  United  States  is  required 
to  make  difficult  decisions  on  grave  issues.  It  is  absolutely 
essential,  if  the  President  is  to  be  able  to  do  his  job  as 
the  country  expect.s,  that  he  be  able  to  talk  openly  and 
candidiv  with  his  advisers  about  issues  and  individuals 
and  th.at  they  be  able  to  talk  in  the  same  f.ishion  witfi 
him.  Indeed,  on  CKcasion.  they  must  be  able  to  "blow  off 
steam"  about  important  public  figures.  This  kind  of 
frank  discussion  Is  only  possible  when  those  who  take 
p.irl  in  it  can  feel  .xssurcd  that  what  they  say  is  in  the 
strictest  confidence. 

The  Presidency  is  not  the  only  office  that  requires 
confidcntialitv  if  it  is  to  finiction  tffectivelv.  .A  Memlier 
nf  Congress  must  be  able  to  talk  in  confidence  with  his 
assistants.  Judges  must  be  able  to  confer  in  confidence 
with  their  law  clerks  and  with  each  other.  Throughout 
our  entire  hi.storv  the  need  for  this  kind  of  confidenti.ality 
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20.2     MEETINGS  AND  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND  JOHN  ERRLICEMAN, 
MARCH  30,    1973 

■John.  D.    Ehrlichman  -  43   - 

March  23,    1973 


'j  o,"  J  J 


AM  11:34  11:41  President  received  long  distance  call  from. 

Mr.    Ehrlichman 

11:46  12:05PM        President  received  long  distance  call  from 

Mr.   Ehrlichman 


March  27.    1973 

11:07       11:08  President  placed  local  call  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman 

AM  11:10         1:30PM  President  met  with  Mr.    Ehrlichman 

(Mr.  Ziegler  11:30-11:40)^ 
(Mr.  Haldeman  11:35-1:30) 
(Mr.    BuU  11:45-11:46) 

PM  6:03  6:05  President  placed  local  call  to  Ehrlichman 


March  28.    1973 

PM  7:55  7:56  President  placed  local  call  to  Ehrlichman 

March  29.    1973  -*" 

PM  5:35  6:24  President  met  with  Mr.   Ehrlichman 

PM  2:45  4:20  President  met  with  Mr.    Ehrlichman 

(Mr.    Haldeman  2:46-4:45) 
(Mr.    Ziegler  3:01-3:30) 
(Marjorie  P.   Acker  4:05-4:06) 

6:25 6:26 President  placed  local  call  to  Ehrlichman 

March  30,    1973 

AM  9:07  10:18  President  met  with  Messrs.   Ehrlichman, 

Helmut  Sonnenfeldt,  George  P.  Shultz  to 
discuss  domestic  issues  &  Sec.  Shultz's 
trip  to  \V'estern  Europe   &  U.  S.S.R. 


G 


PM  12:02  12:18  President  met  with  Messrs.   Ehrlichman  and 

Ziegler 
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MARCH  30,    19? Z 


John  D.    EhrlLchiTi  -4  4 

March  30,    1973  (Cont'd) 


p\I  3:03  3:10  President  and  Ehrlichman  v/cnt  to  Andrews 

by  helicopter 

3:18  5:17  President  and  Ehrlichman  went  fm  Andrews  to 

El  Toro,    California,    -  Spirit  of  '76 

4:20  5:17(P3T)     President  met  with  Ehrlichman  in  flight 

5:33  5:47  Manifest  -  El  Toro  to  San  Clemiente 


March  31,    1973 

AM  9:45  9:49  President  met  with  Mr.    Ehrlichnnan 

(San  Clemente) 

10:30  12:26pm    President  met  with  Mr.   Ehrlichnnan 

(Mr.    Kaldeman  10:35-12:30) 

PM  12:40  12:55         President  met  with  Mr.   Ehrlichman 

7:30  10:30         President  and  Ehrlichman  went  to  John 

Ford  Dinner,    Beverly  Kilton  Hotel, 
Los  Angeles,    California 


April  1,    1973 

AM                 9:24  9:32  President  placed  local  call  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman 

PM                3:05  3:16  President  placed  local  call  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman 

3:19  3:21  President  placed  local  call  to  Mr.  Ehrlichnnan 

4:36  4:48  President  placed  local  call  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman 


April  2,    1973 

PM  2:18  4:53  President  met  with  Mr.    Ehrlichman 

(Mr.    Haldeman  2:15-4:53) 

6:55  Presidc-vl  placed  local  call  to   Mr.    EhrrLC;\r.-.an 

7:48  7:50  Pre::;  idc:i'   placed  loc-..l  call  to  Mr.    Ehrliohinan 
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y   S:.iJ KRH_office 

9:00 _£re3idant,    Sh'-iltz,    SonniaiaLdt 

J— .  I  2: 1  5-<-~r:n-Glcomoio  fohoto  for  Nacion'o  Business   cover  sborv) 
I                 <,i2.:.uiJ  ■Sresld3nt• 
l  2 : 3  0-" =^  -  e  oH^  lardi  r.g 

12:45  Bill  Timrp.ons 

1:15  Len  Garment 

3:00  Depart  South  Lawn 

3:20  Deoart  Andrews      .,   ^n       td_  =  „-,^  =  „i-  i\-^  •>-'„  ^       > 

4:ju   -  President  (Air  Force  One) 

5:20  Arrive  El  Toro 

Helicopter  to  Palomar 
Stay  LaCosta 

/      SATURDAY.   MARCH  31,    1973 

_8^30 AG  Kleindienst,.HRH 

~Tb:30-12:30  President  " 

12:45 President 

7:00  John  Ford  Dinner  -  Los  Angeles 

/    MONDAY,    APRIL  2,    1973 

10:30  President  Thieu  arrival  ceremony 

11:30  Lunch  with  Mother  Ehrlichman,   Mr.   and  Mrs.   Jamas  Dick, 

Nancy  Iy.Iartinson 
2:30-4:30  President,    HRH 


V 


TUESDAY.    APRIL  3,    1973 

12:00 

Lunch  -  President 

2:00 

Thieu  farewell 

2:15-4:00 

President 

WEDNESDAY, 

APRIL  4,    1973 

8:30 

Paul  Presley 

9:00 

Cliff  Miller 

10:Sa--L2^a0__ 

president 

12:55 

Vern  Olssn 

1:10 

Lunch  with  Zi3>j;l^ 

3:00 

President 

(451) 


20.4     WHITE  HOUSE  EDITED  TRANSCRIPT  OF  MARCH  ZQ,    1973  MEETING 

38>3   ■ 


Appendix  11.  Meeting:  The  President,  Ehrllchinan  and  Zlegler, 
Oval  Office,  March  30.  1973.   (12:02  -  12:18  p.  m. ) 


Someone  left  the  room  after  having  a  picture  taken 

E      We  have,  I  think,  a  useful  statement  that  has  been 
cleared  by  Dean  and  Mitchell  and  is  directed  with 
the  cover-up  charge. 

P      Do  you  want  me  to  read  it? 

Z      I  think  you  probably  better. 

P      I  can  read  it  (unintelligible)  discuss  and  so  forth. 
Or  do  you  wemt  to  read  it? 

Z      No,  well  it's  not  a  statement,  Mr.  President,  it's 
some  talking  points  for  me. 

P      Yeah  -  O.K. 

E      The  brackets  at  the  top  go  to  the  end. 

P      Could  we  say  —  could  we  add  one  thing  here? 

Say  this  for  the  last.   Every  —  I've  called  for 
an  investigation  on  the  White  House  staff  —  is 
that?  And  —  every  —  every.   This  is  a  statement 
of  the  President? 

Z      No  -  no  --  I  would  make  it. 

P      Yeah  -  yeah  —  the  President  called  for  —  fine. 

Every  member  of  the  White  House  staff  who  has  been 
mentioned  (unintelligible)  mentioned  as  a  —  has 
submitted  a  sworn  affidavit  to  me  denying  any 
knowledge  of. 
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£  any   prior   knov.'ledge. 

p       any  kno\/ledge  of  or  participation  in.   Could  we 

say  this? 
E       No  --  I  wouldn't. 
P      Why?  Not  true?   Too  defensive? 

E      Well,  number  one  —  it's  defensive  —  it's  self- 
serving.   NuiT±>er  two  —  then  that  establishes  the 

existence  of  a  piece  of  paper  that  becomes  a  focal 

point  for  a  subpoena  and  all  that  kind  of  thing. 
P      (unintelligible  )something. 

(long  pause) 
P      Members  of  the  White  House  staff  would  welcome  an 

opportunity  —  Are  we  going  too  far  and  urging  the 

Grand  Jury  to  do  it? 
E      Well  —  that's  —  we  were  farther  over  and  we've 

come  back  to  welcome.   I  don't  know.   Maybe  that's 

still  too  strong. 
Z      We  should  tell  the  President  cibout  the  framework 

which  will  be  giving  this.   There's  a  leak  out  of 

the  Committee  — 
P       Oh. 
Z       for  the  Re-Election  of  the  President  and  the 

suggestion  that  you  have  waived  the  -  the  restriction 

on  --  on  Dean  being 
'E  The  Dean  thing.   See,  we  cleared  it  with  Mitchell, 

we  cleared  it  with  Magruder  and  with  Dean's  lawyer. 
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E       And  Dean  thinks  it  was  Magruder  that  leaked  it. 
p       Members  of  the  White  House  staff.  v;ell,  (pause) 
I  don't  know  whether  you  can  say  "would  welcome 
the  opportunity".   Why  don't  you  say,  members  of 
the  White  House  staff  will,  will  appear  before  the 
Grand  Jury  in  person  at  any  time  the  Jury  feels 
it's  relevant  and  furnish  any  inform.ation  regarding 
that  individual's  alleged  knowledge.   You  see  what 
I  mean?   I  don't  think  you  say  would  welcome.   Will 
appear  —  will  appear  before  the  Grand  Jury  if  the 
Jury  feels  it  is  relevant.   Furnish  any  information 
of  an  individual's  alleged  knowledge,  (pause)   Have 
you  got  it  in  hand? 
Z       Well,  except  for  that  it  is  only  for  me,  as  a 

talking  piece. 
P       Yeah,   ^ave  you  had  it?   If  the  Grand  Jury  feels 
it's  relevant,  members  of  the  White  House  staff, 
by  direction  of  the  President,  will  --  will  appear 
before  the  Grand  Jury.   I  think  that's  a  little  better 
than  the  idea  that  members  of  the  White  House  staff 
would  welcome.   Don't  you  think  so  John? 
Z       By  direction  of  the  President 

E        Right. 

P       By  direction  of  the  President  will  appear  before 

the  Grand  Jury  and  furnish  any  inf orrr.ation  regarding 
that  individual's  alleged.   I  like  chat  a  little 
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better. 
OK. 

(pause) 

I  would  say  it  is  not  the  objective  of  the  White 
House  however  to  draw  a  curtain  down  over  this 
matter,  to  cover  up  this  matter,  cover  up  this  matter, 
and  to  withhold  any  information, 
(long  pause) 

Why  don't  we  say  that  we  admit  there  are,  of 
course,  other  informal  ways  that  could  be  used.   We 
are  ready  —  we  are  ready  to  —  say  —  we  are  ready 
to  discuss  those  procedures  with  the  Committee.  No, 
and  we  are  ready  to  cooperate  with  the  Committee 
to  work  out  the  procedure  —  to  work  out"  a  proper 
procedure  —  be  proper  to  work  out  a  proper  pro- 
cedure.  How's  that,  John?   Is  that  all  right? 
That's  all  right.   You  want  to  say,  we  continue  to 
be  ready? 

No  —  just  say,  we  are  ready  --  let's  —  that's  a 
little. 
All  right. 

We  are  ready  —  we  are  ready  to  work  out  —  to 
work  out  —  that's  right.   Let  them  see  that  we 
are  backing  down  a  bit. 
All  right. 
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p  Ready  to  work. 

Z  And  then  who  should  we  get  to  say  this? 

P  We  get. 

Z  Well,  John? 

E  Well,  now,  you've  given  Kleindienst  the  franchise. 

p      Yep. 

E      You  —  we've  got  to  get  word  to  him  which  we 

were  going  to  do  Saturday.   That  we  were  going 

to  shift  courses. 
Z      Let's  say. 
p      We  are  ready  —  we  are  ready  —  we'll  say  the  — 

let's  leave  it  with  the  Tinunons '  office. 
E      Well  why  say  it? 
P       Yeah  -  just  say  it  =  well  with  members  —  the 

appropriate  members  of  the  staff. 
E       Why  not  say  this?   This  is  going  to  be  done 

without  publicity. 
P      Yeah. 
E      And. 
P      No  —  it's  going  to  be  done  informally  without 

publicity  —  by  whatever. 
E      Period. 

P       This  will  be  done  informally. 

Z       We  can  do  it  but  we  just  have  one  problem  to  dwell 
on.   If  you  give  the  name,  like,  if  you  say, 
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p      Yeah. 

-      well  Tiirmons  '  office  would  be. 

r      That's  right.   Then  they  go  after  him. 

r      Prepared  to  do  that.   Then  —  no  -  then  you  do 

solidify  your  point,  you  see. 
i      Yeah,  but  the  problem  is  that  there's  always  — 

there's  already  a  lot  of  complaint  on  the  Committee, 

and  particularly  with  Baker,  that  there's  too  many 

people  running  this  show. 
P      That's  right. 

E      And  if  we  introduce  Timmons  or  we  introduce  some- 
body else. 

P      Yeah,  don't  give  them  a  name.   The  -  the,  why 

don't  you  just  say  the  President  will  name  a  — 
no. 

E      You  could  go  this  far. 

P      Yeah. 

E      You  could  say  we've  been  in  touch  with  the  Committee. 

P      Yeah.   Yes. 

2      Have  you? 

E      And  —  yeah  —  I've  talked  to  Baker. 

v;e  have  been  —  we  have  been  in  communication  with 

members  of  the  --  no  —  well,  then  you  see  — 

you've  only  been  in  touch  with  one  member. 

V;hen  we're  dealing  with. 
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Well,  why  don't  you  say  communications  have  been 

opened  and  will  proceed. 

Communications  have  been  opened  with  members  of 

the  Committee.   What  members?   That's  --  I'm  not 

going  to  discuss  that.   I  can't  go  into  that- 

Comjnunications  have  been  opened  with  the  Committee  — 

why  don't  you  say  with  the  Committee  —  Committee  — 

communications  are  handled  with  the  Committee  to  — 

for  the  purpose  of  working  out  a  proper,  informal 

procedure. 

And  that  has  taken  place? 

Yeah  —  I  talked  to  Baker  yesterday. 

That's  right.   Well,  we've  had  lots  of  talks  with 

him.   He  talked  to  Baker  at  length,  Ervin's  gone. 

Is  that  all  right,  John? 

If  I  could  say,  John  is  -  has. 

You  see,  we'  got  an  Attorney  General  problem. 

We  got  —  we  got  Kleindienst. 

Let's  not  force  this. 

All  right. 

If  you  want  to,  you  can  say,  well  I  may  have 

something  more  to  say  about  this  later. 

That's  fine.   Damn  well.   Just  say,  I'm  not 

going  to  discuss  it  because  these  are  inform.al 
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:;      negotiations  at  this  point  —  informal  discussions 

are  taking  place  at  this  point. 
2      Right. 
?      As  soon  as  something  is  formalized  we  will  let  you 

know . 
Z  Good. 
p      That's  really  true  and  say  if  something  is  worked 

out  we  will  let  you  know.   The,  some  informal 

discussions  have  already  taken  place.   That's 

right  —  some  informal  discussions.   I'm  not  going 
■  to  go  into  the. 
Z      All  right  —  I've  got  it. 
P       How's  that? 

(pause) 
P      Oh,  it'll  be  a  little  long 

(pause) 
P      Within  the  frcunework  of  our  judicial  system.   You 

might  say  of  our  system.   Don't  you  think  so? 
E      Read  the  phrase. 
P      Yeah.   It  is  our  position  today  and  in  the  past 

that  if  these  charges  are  to  be  tested  it  should 

be  done  within  the  legitimate  framework  of  our 

judicial  system.   Don't  you  think  so? 
E       That  takes  it  out  of  the  Congress,  then. 
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Z      But  the  legislative. 

P       Yeah  —  well  then  —  just  say  system.   And  you 

don't  —  and  then  you're  not  using  the  last  — 

the  bracketed  thing  at  all? 
E       The  bracket  at  the  top  goes  at  the  end  where  he 

says, 
Z       Not  going  1:0  apply  it  specifically.   But  he's 

referring  to  the  bracket  at  the  end. 
E  No  -  no-we're  not  going  to  use  that. 
P       You're  not  going  to  use  that? 

E      No —  it's  got  a  lot  of  problems  associated  with  it. 
P      Yeah  —  because  you're  taking  the  Committee  on. 
E       Yeah  —  well  we  worked  with  a  lot  of  different 

variations  of  that  and  just  decided  really  it  was 

better  to  leave  it  out. 
Z       Give  the  Committee  —  And  give  the  Committee  back 

into  the  start  there  by  saying. 
P       I  question.   (pause)   I  don't  know.   Well,  anyi<?ay, 

it's  all  right.   Do  you  think  it  helps  some? 
E       I  think  it  does.  And  I  think.   Ron's  going  to  get 

some  questions  —  Ron's  going  to  get  up  there  — 

well  Ron,  you're  not  going  to  apply  this  to 

specific  instances.   What  are  you  trying  to  say  to 

us?   And  he  again  could  come  back  and  say,  what  I 

am  saying  to  you  is  that  the  mistake  that  people 
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E      are  making  —  there's  a  mistaken  impression  that 
the  White  House  is  trying  to  cover  up  in  this 
matter  —  is  just  a  mistake. 

p      Listen  —  I'd  almost  start  this  thing  —  I  just 
want  to  lay  to  rest  what  I  think  is  a  —  what  is 
a  -  I'm  not  making  any  charges  of  how  it  happened. 
I  want  to  lay  to  rest  a  massive  misapprehension 
that  has  been  created  in  the  press,  created  in  the 
country  with  regard  to  the  White  House  position 
on  the  Watergate  matter.   The  aftermath.   That  is, 
because  of  —  because  of  our  —  and  that  is  — 
we  are  attempting,  the  position  is  to  withhold 
information  and  to  cover  up  —  this  is  totally  true  — 
you  could  say  this  is  totally  untrue.   I  think  I'd 
start  right  out  that  -  massive  misapprehension  and 
so  forth  and  so  on. 

Z      Cover  up  cind  withhold  information. 

P      Cover  up  withhold  information. 

Z      And  then  bang  into  it. 

E      Mm  huh, 

Z      Part  of  the  case  is  built  on  the  fact  that  fellows 
love  this  room,  and  your  press  of  course  -  is  no 
place  to  work  this  out- 

P       Yeah  -  yeah.  That's  it  exactly. 
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E      And  our  refusal  to  —  our  refusal  to  try  this  case 
in  the  newspapers. 

P       Yeah 

E       Has  led  to. 

P      Yeah  -  Yeah  -  now  --  I'd  say  our  --  now  —  a  part 

of  that,  I  must  say,  due  to  the  fact  —  our  refusal 
to  try  the  case  in  the  newspapers  --  to  try  this 
matter  in  the  newspapers  —  and  the  position  of 
maintaining  the  constitutional  —  the  President's 
necessity  of  maintaining  the  constitutional  separa- 
tion of  powers.   But  as  the  President,  I'd  say,  as 
the  President  made  crystal  clear  in  his  press 
conference  on  August  2,  the  purpose  of  his  insistence 
on  the  separation  of  powers  is  not  to  cover  up. 
There  will  be  total  and  complete  cooperation  with 
the  agencies  of  government  to  get  at  the  facts. 
And  the  facts  can  be  obtained  and  still  maintain 
the  principle  of  separation  of  powers  —  and  all 
the  facts  can  be  obtained.   Something  like  that. 

E       That's  in  there  I  think  pretty  good. 

(dishes  or  walking  around) 
•P      You  don't  want  to  make  a  sworn  statement,  huh? 

E       I  would  just  as  soon  not  --  I  think  we  are  better 
off  not,  oh,  doing  up  a  streain.   Look  at  the  - 

?       The  only  position  that  I  am  concerned  about  is 

this.   I  wcr.der  if  you  could  take  whatever  Ron  says 
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r       and  -- 

Z  We're  going  to  hypo  it  —  we're  going  to  get  it 

around. 
?      Get  it  to  the  Congress. 
Z  Right. 

?      Get  it  to  George  Bush. 
E      Right.   I'm  going  to  see  the  guys  that  are  going 

to  do  that  and  I'll  do  it  now. 
P      All  right,  fine.   If  you  could  work  on  that 

between  now  and  three  o'clock  I  think  it  would 

be  very  helpful. 
E      I  shall. 

•Fine  — you  work  on  it  and  I'll  take  off. 
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other  words,  he  was  not  going  to  move  against  anybody  until  he  had 
this  down  and  could  see  what  this  fellow  really  had  and  then  would  go 
forward. 

Senator  Gtjrney.  Well  now,  around  about  this  time  or  somewhat 
later,  and  there  are  so  many  meetings  here  that  I  have  really  forgotten 
which  occurred  w'hen,  so  perhaps  I  am  going  to  have  to  rely  on  you  for 
that,  but  did  the  President  lift  the  phone  up  at  any  time  and  say,  "John 
I  want  you  to  come  over  to  the  office  here  and  talk  about  Watergate, 
what  you  know  about  it." 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  No,  sir,  not  until  way  late  in  the  game.  He  lifted 
up  the  phone  one  day  and  called  me  down  and  said,  "I  am  satisfied 
that  John  Dean  is  in  this  so  deeply  that  he  simply  cannot  any  longer 
have  anything  to  do  with  it." 

Senator  Gurkey.  That  is  when  he  transferred  the  assignment  to 
you? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gurnet.  What  date  was  that? 

Sir.  Ehrlichman.  March  30. 

Senator  Gtjrney.  And  tell  us  again  precisely  what  transpired  in 
that  phone  conversation  beyond  what  you  have  already. 

Air.  Ehrlichman.  Well,  that  was  a  meeting  in  the  President's  office 
on  March  30,  and  it  was,  as  I  recall,  quite  brief.  We  had  had,  we  were 
getting  ready  to  leave  that  same  day,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  for  Cali- 
fornia, and  he  called  me  down,  I  am  looking  for  the  time  to  help  rae, 
to  recall  the  time  of  departure  here.  Yes,  we  leave  at  3  o'clock  in 
the  afternoon,  we  had  had  a  long  meeting  that  morning  with  Secre- 
tary Shultz  and  Mr.  Sonnenfeld  about  the  economy,  and  that  ran 
from  9  a.m.  to  about,  I  don't  know,  what,  10  a.m.  or  11  a.m.,  something 
of  that  kind,  a  long  session,  as  I  recall.  He  called  me  down  for  ju^ 
about  10  minutes  at  noontime,  and  said  what  I  have  just  told  you, 
and  I  said,  "Well,  what  is  it  you  expect  me  to  do  basically"  and  he 
said,  "I  want  you  to  step  into  what  Dean  has  been  doing  hei^e.  I  need 
to  know  about  executive  privilege,  I  need  to  know  about  attorney- 
client  privilege,  I  need  to  have  somebody  set  this  strategy  with  regard 
to  testifying  at  the  committee  and  the  grand  jury  and  these  other 
places  and  I  need  to  know  where  the  truth  lies  in  this  thing."  And 
the  only  tipoff  that  I  had  had  to  that  was  a  request  from  him  on  the 
27th,  I  believe  it  was,  yes,  on  the  27th. 

Senator  Ourney.  Is  that  the  meeting  between  11  a.m.  and  1  p.m. 
with  the  President? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  believe — ^yes,  yes  indeed.  That  was  for  the  pur- 
pose of  dictating  to  me  a  list  of  questions  that  he  wanted  put  to  the 
Attorney  General,  and  I  believe  that  telephone  call  to  the  Attorney 
General  which  actually  was  not  completed  until  the  next  day  because 
he  was  traveling,  is  in  your  file,  phone  call  with  Kleindienst  on  the 
28th,  and  I  then  went  down  a  handwritten  list  of  questions  that  the 
President  had  put  to  me  about  the  progress  of  the  case,  about  the 
involvement  of  John  Mitchell,  possiblej  any  [x>ssible  evidence  that 
Kleindienst  might  have,  any  possible  evidence  of  anybody  else  being 
involved  at  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect,  any  evidence  of  any  Wliite 
House  staff  being  involved  and  the  President  told  me  to  tell  the  Attor- 
ney General  that  if  he  had  any  suclv  evidence  or  if  he  developed  any 
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such  evidence,  that  he  was  then  to  transmit  it  directly  to  the  President, 
not  through  me,  not  through  anybody  else  at  the  White  House  but 
direct  to  the  President,  and  in  that  message  I  did,  as  you  see  in  the 
tninscript.  that  I  did  transmit  to  the  Attorney  General. 

Senator  (iuRXEY.  Do  we  have  those  questions  that  he 

Mi-.  P>iip.Lif  HirAx.  Xo.  sir,  you  do  not.  They  aix-  a  part  of  my  notes 
of  tlie  meetingof  the  27th  which  are  in  the  President's  file. 

.Senator  Gurney.  How  many  questions  were  there  ? 

y.r.  EiiRuriiMAX.  Well,  there  are  about  10  or  12  topics,  I  think, 
written  out  on  a  piece  of  paper. 

Senator  Gukxey.  Would  you  give  us  to  the  best  of  your  i-ecollection 
uiiat  tlie  topics  were  and  what  the  questions  were  'i 

Mr.  EnRLiCHMAx.  I  think  I  can  do  that  best,  Senator,  by  looking  at 
th.ar  telephone  convei-sation  and— because  I  think  that  that  transcript 
IS  quite  faithful  to  the  list.  I  just  went  down  the  list  in  talking  with 
the  Attorney  General.  I  don't  seem  to  have  that  in  my 

Senator  Gtjrney.  The  telephone. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  The  telephone  call  with  Mr.  Kleindienst  on  the 
•2Sth. 

Senator  Gurney.  I  wonder  if  the  conamittee  would  hand  this  to  the 
witness,  Mr.  Ehrlichman.  That  apparently  is  it.  If  we  have  another 
copy  I  wish  I  could  have  it,  too,  but  I  think  it  is  better  you  have  it  at 
the  moment.  , 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  We  have  a  copy  here ;  I  may  have  stuck  it  back  in 
the  file. 

Thank  you  vei-y  much. 

Senator  Gurxe  y.  I  have  a  copy  here  now. 

Senator  Ervin.  Let  the  reporter  assign  that  the  appropriate  exhibit 
number. 

[The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  No.  99.*] 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Actually  the  first  sentence,  as  1  recall,  is  only 
partly  on  this  transcript  and  it  said,  "There  are  a  number  of  things 
the  President  wanted  me  to  cover  with  you,"  and  only  the  latter  half 
of  that  sentence  is  in  the  transcript. 

Senator  Gurxey.  If  we  could,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  this  is  very  impor- 
tant, but  if  you  could  summarize  these  as  briefly  as  you  can  it  will  help 
out  the  committee  because  I  think  my  own  time  is  running  out  here. 
u-}^^'  ^"''"CHMAX.  You  will  see  in  the  fourth  paragraph  I  said. 
iMo.  1,  he  wanted  me  to  ask  you  these  two  things  that  I  did  yesterday 
about  the  grand  jury  and  about  Baker,"  meaning  Senator  Baker,  and 
the.n  we  go  mto  an  inquiry  about  some  statements  that  Senator  Weicker 
had  made  to  the  press  which  the  President  had  asked  Pat  Gray  to  check 
'?j^-  Then,  and  the  'President  wanted  a  report  on  whether  Senator 
Weicker  had  any  evidence  or  not  to  support  these  assertions. 

Senator  Gurxzy.  I  think  perhaps  you  had  better  explain  a  little 
more  about  Senator  Baker  who  is  not  here  so  we  am  know  that  there 
IS  no 

i.^^i^n^"''''^*^"^^^^^'-  Well,  the  President  had  designated  John  Dean  as 
the  Wlute  Mouse  contact  on  Watergate,  or  the  White  House  leadman 
on  \Vatergate,  as  I  say  in  Febniary.  He  had  also  designated  the  Attor- 
ney  General  as  the  administration  contact  to  the  committee,  and  had 

•See  p.  2944. 
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asked  the  Attorney  General  to  be  in  touch  with  Senator  Baker  with 
regard  to  committee  rules  and  technical  matters  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Gukxey.  This  was  just  a  liaison  matter '. 

Mr.  Ehrlichma>.'.  Yes, sir. 

Senator  Gukney.  So  he  can  find  out  what  was  going  on,  what  the 
committee  planned  to  do,  that  soit  of  thing  I 

Mr.  EHRUCHiiAN.  That  is  correct.  So  he  was  asking  for  a  report 
from  the  Attorney  General  on  that. 

By  the  way,  it  comes  back  to  me  that  in  the  meeting  that  Dean  and 
Mitchell  and  Haldeman  and  I  had  in  the  President's  office  on  tlie  -ii'd 
that  the  President  had  picked  up  the  phone  and  called  the  Attorney 
General  and  had  given  him  some  questions  to  ask  Senator  Baker  about 
committee  timing  and  that  kind  of  thing  so  that  he  -would  be  advised 
of  the  facts,  and  he  had  not  yet  had  the  report  back  from  the  Attorney 
■  General  on  that. 

Then  this  first  page  is  about  Senator  Weicker's  statements,  which 
was  one  of  the  items  on  the  list. 

Then  at  the  bottom  of  page  2  I  said,  "The  President  said  for  me  to 
say  tills  to  you  that  the  best  information  he  has  had  and  has,  is  that 
neither  Dean  nor  Haldeman  nor  Colson  nor  I  nor  anybody  in.  the  com- 
mittee has  had  any  prior  knowledge  of  this  burglary.  He  said  that  he 
is  counting  on  you  to  provide  him  with  any  information  to  the  contrary 
if  it  ever  turns  up.  Ajid  you  just  contact  him  direct.  Now  as  far  as  the 
Committee  To  Ke-Elect  is  concerned  he  said  that  serious  questions 
somebody  raised  with  regard  to  Mitchell  and  he  would  likewise  want 
you  to  communicate  with  him  any  evidence  or  inferences  from  evidence 
on  that  subject." 

Senator  Gurney.  I  think  we  had  better  stop  there. 

The  chairman  points  out  to  me  that  we  have  a  vote  on  the  Senate 
floor. 

Senator  Ervin.  We  will  stand  in  recess. 
"  [Recess.] 

Senator  Ervtn.  Senator  Gumey  will  resume  the  questioning  of  the 
witness. 

Senator  Gurnet.  I  think  we  were  there  at  the  bottom  of  page  2, 
Mr.  Ehrlichman. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes,  sir;  I  saw  during  recess  that  I  had  skipped 
over  the  Attorney  General's  remarks  in  the  middle  of  page  2  where  in 
response  to  my  general  inquiry,  a  previous  inquiry  also,  he  said  he  has 
been  emphasizing  publicly  that  "The  President  wanted  the  matter  in- 
vestigated, to  let  the  chips  fall  where  they  may,  but  second,  if  anybody 
has  any  information  we  not  only  want  it,  we  expect  to  get  it,  so  we  can 
investigate  it  and  if  these  indict  other  people  and  that  anybody  who 
withheld  information  would  be  obstructing  justice."  The  Attorney 
General  was  saying  this  to  the  press  and  he  was  getting  this  out  in 
every  way  that  he  knew  how. 

Now,  then  at  the  top  of  page  3  the  significance  of  the  McCord  letter 
which  was  drafted  by  Mr.  McCord  and  handed  to  Judge  Sirica  and 
which  Judge  Sirica  read  publicly  was  discussed  and  evaluated  by  the 
Attorney  General. 

Then,  we  return  to  the  question  about  whether  or  not  Mr.  Jlitchell 
was  involved,  and  that  led  to  a  statement  by  the  Attorney  General  that 
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if  iMr.  Mitchell  were  to  be  involved,  and  he  says  liere  that  he  has  no 
evidence  at  this  time  that  he  is,  but  if  he  were,  tliat  we  should  give  some 
thought  in  such  an  event  to  having  a  special  prosecutor,  the  Attorney 
General  would  feel  he  would  have  to  recuse  himself.  Then  I  asked 
him  what  the  President's  position  would  be  in  the  event  of  such  a 
thing  and  at  the  bottom  of  page  3  and  middle  of  page  4  he  advises  such 
a  procedure.  Then  we  discussed,  and  again  this  is  an  item  on  my  list, 
the  matter  of  immunity;  who  determines  whether  immunity  will  be 
granted  mechanically,  and  he  said  the  Department  of  Justice  deter- 
mined that  insofar  as  the  grand  jurj'  was  concerned  but  so  far  as  the 
Senate  committee  is  concerned  that  it  made  that  determination  in 
conjunction,  I  don't  think  he  said  in  conjunction  with  the  court,  but 
that  these  were  two  separate  procedures. 

Then  another  item  on  my  list  was  the  status  of  the  court  action  which 
I  have  referred  to  previously  in  testimony  here,  in  answer  to  a  question 
by  Senator  Weicker,  and  then  finally  I  was  asked  to  tell  him  that  there 
was  a  possibility  that  the  President  wanted  to  see  him  in  San  Clemente 
the  following  Saturday.  The  Attorney  General  at  that  time  was  in 
Arizona,  was  planning  to  be  in  Los  Angeles,  and  in  point  of  fact  that 
meeting  did  take  place  in  San  Clemente  subsequent  to  this  phone  call. 

Senator  Ottkxet.  Did  the  President  tell  you  at  the  time  he  gave  these 
questions  to  you  why  he  was  asking  you  to  inquire  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral rather  than  Mr.  Dean,  did  that  come  up  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  A'o,  sir,  it  did  not  come  up  and  I  did  not  ask. 

Senator  Gtjknei'.  But  in  retrospect  you  think  he  was  perhaps  having 
doubts  whether  he  was  getting  a  full  story  or  not  ? 

Mr.  Ehruchmax.  Yes,  up  until  then  Mr.  Dean  had  been  the  contact 
with  the  Attorney  General  in  matters  of  this  kind. 

Senator  Gxjrxet.  Then  on  what  date  did  the  President  give  this  full 
assignment  to  you  to  run  "\yatergate  down  for  him  ? 
,^__  ^Ir.  Ehrlichjiax.  Two  days  later. 

Senator  Gurxet.  I  think  I  had  better  stop  there,  Mr.  Chairmaii, 
because  I  have  taken  enough  time. 

Senator  ER^^x.  Well,  Senator,  I  would  not  want  to  cut  you  off.  This 
is  a  very  serious  investigation  we  are  making  and  you  could  proceed 
until  noon  if  you  have  further  questions  and  then  we  can  recess  for  the 
lunch  hour. 

Senator  GtrRXET.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Let  me  then  complete,  if  we  can,  the  assignment  you  had  from  the 
President  to  now,  be  the  sort  of  chief  Watergate  investigator  in  the 
Wliite  House. 

Would  you  tell  the  committee  about  that,  what  you  found  and  what 
you  rejwrted  to  the  President  ? 

Mr.  EiiRLiCHjrAX.  I  have  tried  to  disclaim  the  designation  "investi- 
gator," Senator,  because  I  don't  consider  what  I  did  to  be  an  investiga- 
tion, to  a  conclusive  result. 

Senator  Gurxet.  You  certainly  can  define  your  role.  I  didn't  mean 
to  imply  something  you  were,  not  doing. 

Mr.  E>iRLicii>rAX.  I  had  to  get  up  to  speed  on  this.  I  was  not  follow- 
ing the  law  on  the  matter  and  so  the  first  thing  that  I  did  in  another 
conveisation  with  the  Attoiney  General  was  to  arrange  to  have  some- 
one in  the  Department  of  Justice  prepare  for  me  a  thorough  brief  of 
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have  reasoned  back,  but  those  came  subsequent  to  March,  of 
course. 

Q    Mr.  Ehrlichman,  when  did  you  get  the  assignment 
from  the  President  to  conduct  an  investigation  into  the  "Watergate 
Affair"? 

A    The  30th  of  March  of  this  year. 

Q     In  your  conversations  with  various  persons  did  you 
make  notes? 

A     In  some  cases  I  did  and  in  some  cases  I  either 
couldn't  or  didn't. 

Q    Were  all  of  these  conversations  on  a  one-to-one 
basis? 

A    No,  Mr.  Magruder's  conversation  was  held  with  his 
two  attorneys  present. 

The  conversations  I  had  with  Mr.  Dean,  as  I  recall,  were 
not  always  alone.   I  think  in  at  least  one  case  Mr.  Haldeman 
was  present.   Some  of  the  conversations  were  on  the  telephone 
and  one  or  two  people  would  be  in  the  room  perhaps  at  the  time 
I  was  making  a  phone  call  because  it  came  in  at  a  particular 
time  when  they  were  there . 

And  many  of  them  were  one  on  one. 

Q     In  the  telephone  conversations  v^'here  persons  were 
in  your  office,  were  they  on  a  loud  speaker  tyoe  telephone  cr  - 
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A     I  believe  he  did.   At  least,  he  talked  to  him.   It 
was  v/ithin  24  hours  after  that  that  the  President  relieved  him, 
Q    That  would  have  been  the  end  of  March? 
A    Yes.   The  President  called  me  in  on  the  30th  and 


said,  "My  suspicions  are  crystalized  and  I  want  you  to  get  into 
this." 

Q    And  make  your  investigation? 

A    And  make  the  investigation. 

Q     Did  the  President  indicate  to  you  what  his  suspicions 
were? 

A    Well,  he  said  that  it  was  evident  to  him  at  that  point 
that  Dean  was  in  the  thing  up  to  his  eyebrows.   The  President, 
incidentally,  had  had  a  number  of  conversations  with  Dean  start- 
ing, I  think,  the  last  week  in  February  and  running  through  the 
time  that  he  sent  him  to  Camp  David. 

Q    Were  these  personal  or  telephone  conversations? 

A    They  were  personal  conversations. 

Q    Was  anyone  else  present? 

A    I  don ' t  know . 

Q    Were  you  ever  present? 

A     No,  I  never  was.   But  it  was  evident  from  what  the 
President  said  to  me  on  the  30th  that  through  those  conversa- 
tions he  had  a  groining  awareness  of  Dean's  personal  involvement 
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in  this  and  that  his  sending  him  to  Camp  David  apparently  was  a 
device  to  smoke  him  out  and  see  what  he  v/ould  set  dov;n  on  paper, 
and  that  when  he '  came  back  and  said  that  he  couldn't  v;rite  any- 
thing down,  that  did  it, 

Q     Did  you  ever  ask  Dean  why  he  didn't  write  something 


down  at  this  time?   (I  am  not  going  to  your  investigation.) 

A    No. 

Q     Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Haldsman  ever  asked  him? 

A    I  imagine  he  did  but  I  don't  know, 

Q    Do  you  know  whether  the  President  asked  him  specific- 
ally why  he  did  not  write  something  down? 

A    I  don't  know.   The  answer  is  I  don't  know. 

Q    Other  than  yourself  and  Mr.  Haldeman  and  the  Presi- 
dent, of  course,  is  there  anyone  else  at  the  V/hite  House  who 
would  have  talked  to  Dean  after  his  return  from  Camp  David 
relative  to  the  Watergate  matter,  of  course? 

A     I  don't  know.   Mr.  Fielding,  perhaps.   I  don't  know. 

Q     At  that  time  Mr.  Dean  was  still  Mr.  Fielding's 
superior,  however,  was  he  not? 

A    Yes, 

Q  Then  the  President  then  gave  you  the  assignment  of 
getting  out  the  facts  on  V7aterqate.  After  that  did  you  have 
further  conversations  v/ith  Mr.  Dean? 
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21.     On  March  30,  1973  at  12:30  p.m.  Ehrlichman  met  with  Fielding, 
Dean's  assistant.  Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  he  had  directed  Fielding 
to  deliver  Dean's  personnel  records  to  Ehrlichman  and  to  brief  Ehrlich- 
man about  allegations  that  Dean  had  been  dismissed  by  a  law  firm  because 
of  unethical  conduct.  At  3:00  p.m.  on  March  30,  1973  Ehrlichman  and 
the  President  flew  to  San  Clemente,  where  Haldeman  joined  them  on  April 
1,  1973.  They  remained  in  San  Clemente  until  April  8,  1973.  While 
they  were  at  San  Clemente,  Ehrlichman  had  a  long  distance  telephone 
conversation  with  Dean  in  which  they  discussed  the  allegations  that 
Dean  had  been  involved  in  unethical  conduct. 
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FRIDAY.    Mj^RCH  30,    1973 


.ERHLoffice 


Uf^ 


9:00 President.    Shultz,    Sonnenieldt 

12:  l5-<— Tri-Ql;orr\of;o  fohoto  for  Nacion's  Business   cover  storv) 
.  rL2,-_a.0_jr5^ej_id£nfr 

Frea  a  latcLing 

Bill  Tirr-mons 

Len  Garment 

Depart  South.  Lawn 

Depart  Andrews     4.30  _  president  (Air  Force  One) 
Arrive  El  Toro 
Helicopter  to  Patomar 
LaCosta 

/      SATURDAY,   MARCH  31.    1973 

_8:30 AG  Kleindienst, .  HRH 

T0:30-12:30  President 

12:45 President 

7:00  ■  John  Ford  Dinner  -  Los  Angeles 

/    MONDAY,   APRIL  2,    1973 

10:30  President  Thieu  arrival  ceremony 

11:30  Lunch  with  Mother  Ehrlicrtman,   Mr.   and  Mrs.   James  Dick, 

Nancy  Martinson 
2:30-4:30  President,    HRH 


/        TUESDAY.    APRIL  3,    1973 


y 


12:00  Lunch  -  President,    President  Thieu 

2:00  Thieu  farewell 

2:15-4:00  President 

WEDNESDAY.   APRIL  4.    1973 

Paul  Presley 

Cliff  Miller 

president 

Vern  blsen 

Lunch  with  Ziagler 

President 
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:     THURSDAY,    APRIL  5.    1973 
/      — ■ " 

8-10:30  Paul  0'3rien 

3:00     , P-redident 

4:00.  Judge  Matthev7  Byrne 

y   FRIDAY,   APRIL  6,    1973 

10:30  Bebe  Rabozo 

11:00 President 

11:30 Kerb  Kalmbacli  (parking  lot  of  Bank  of  Araerica_ 

San  Clemente) 
1:00  Ted  Ashley  (Warner  Brothers) 

l:15-lj45 President 

1:4%. OQ         Rs^^izii^binch  with  Ashley 

7:00  Baseball  game  with  the  President  -Anaheim 

y    SUNDAY.   APRIL  8,    1973 

^_  8:30  Helicopter  from  Palomar 

(        9:00  Depart  El  Toro  o  ac^       t^         -a      u,.-      -^ 

\        A  in  A       ■         A    J  2-^"^  ~  President  (Air  Force  One) 

I       4-30  Arrive  Andrews  ^ "  ' 

5-7  _  HRH,    John  Dean 

MONDAY,    A.PRTL  9,    1973 


J 


10:30  Secretary  Shultz'  office  -  Stein,   Ash,    Flanigan 

12:30  Lunch  with  A't?  -  at  Justice 

2-2:45,^ Erssident 

6:30  Blair  House  -  Senators  Ervin,    Baker 

TUESDAY,   APRIL  10.    1973 

8:30  Bioartisan  Leadership 

10:15  Len  Garment,    Zieglar 

11:15  Ziegler,    HRH 

12:45-2  President 

2:20    ^  Mr.    Luce  (Con  Ed),    Marshall  McDonald  (Florida  po'.ver 

and  Light) 

j:00 HRH_ 

3:15  Joined  by  Dean 

5750  Len  Ga--r.ient 


(473) 


r 


21.2     JOHN  EHRLICHMAN  TESTIMONY,  JULY  27,    1973,    7  SSC  27 S3 

2753 

and  that  he  just  did  not  think  it  was  a  good  idea  for  the  President's 
lawyer  to  be  going  out  and  testifying;  in  other  words,  it  was  an  at- 
torney-client privilege  kind  of  position  that  he  was  contending  for.  It 
did  not  satisfy  me. 

Senator  Gurnet.  Mitchell  now  talking  about  Dean  should  not 
testify? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  That  is  correct.  This  thing  continued  to  be  a 
nagging  question,  and  so  we  called  John  Dean,  as  we  were  headed 
back,  I  talked  to  Haldeman  further  about  this.  Dean  was  not  talking 
to  me,  all  through  this  period  of  time,  I  had  not  had  phone  call  one 
from  him,  which  was  very  imusual  because  I  used  to  hear  from  him 
from  time  to  time  on  various  subjects,  including  Watergate,  but  I  was 
completely  not  on  his  telephone  list  and  Bob  Haldeman  was  hearing 
from  him  all  the  time.  So  we  talked  about  what  Bob  Haldeman 

Senator  Gurnet.  Did  he  know  that  you  were  performing  the  role 
for  the  President? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  believe  so. 

Senator  Gurnet.  All  right. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  believe  so.  I  did  not  tell  him  but  I  believe  he 
well  knew  it. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  just  before  we  departed  for  California  this 
question  arose  of  Mr.  Dean  being  fired  by  his  law  firm  for  unethical 
conduct  and  I  sent  for  his  personnel  package  in  order  to  check  it.  The 
personnel  package  arrived  in  Fred  Fielding's  arms  with  scotch  tajje 
around  it  a  number  of  times,  and  he  said,  "What  do  you  want  this 
for?"  And  I  said,  "Well,  there  is  a  story" — and  that  refreshed  my 
recollection,  I  did  have  one  phone  call  from  John  Dean  and  that  was 
on  that  subject.  He  did  call  me  at  San  Clemente  about  that  and  he  said, 
"I  understand  you  wanted  to  get  my  personnel  package,"  and  I  said 
"Yes,  there  is  this  story  about  your  having  been  accused  of  this  im- 
ethical  conduct,"  and  he  then  told  me  the  long  story  which  he  re- 
counted to  this  committee,  that  he  eventually  was  able  to  get  the 
attorney  who  made  the  charges  to  retract  the  charges,  which  satisfied 
me,  but  I  think  through  Fielding  and  through  my  conversation  with 
Fielding  on  that  occasion,  Mr.  Dean  must  have  known  that  I  was  ac- 
tively in  this. 

Senator  Gurnet.  I  see. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  In  any  event,  on  the  way  back  we  called  and 
asked  John  Dean  to  meet  us  in  my  office  when  we  returned  to  Wash- 
ington that  night,  and  he  did  so. 

Senator  Gurnet.  What  date  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Well,  April  8, 9. 

Senator  Gurnet.  April  8  between  5  and  7  p.m.? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Right ;  that  was  a  Saturday  or  Sunday — ^that  was 
a  Sunday  night,  and  we  had  a  2-hour  meeting,  Bob  Haldeman,  John 
Dean,  and  I,  to  try  and  understand  what  this  hangup  was  between 
Mitchell  and  Dean.  We  still  did  not  have  a  feel  for  it.  Then,  for  the 
first  time,  Mr.  Dean  talked  to  us  about  the  four  meetings  or  the  three 
meetings  back  in  January  and  February  and  explained  some  of  the 
nuances  of  the  coverup  story  with  regard  to  Mr.  Magruder  and  the 
meetinp:  which  he,  Dean,  Jlagruder,  and  Mitchell  had  had  in  Mr. 
Mitchell's  law  office  at  a  time  when  they  were  gathered  with  the 
attorneys  in  the  case  to  discuss  grand  jury  testimony  where  the  three 
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rFrom  April  1  to  7,  I  was  in  San  Clemente  with  the  President 
TJespite  Mr.  Dean's  statement  that  during  that  period  he.  under  advice 
of  counsel,  endeavored  to  avoid  any  -ontact  with  Plaldeman.  P^hrlich- 
man,  or  Mitchell — we  talked  on  the  i)lione  daily.  The  main  problem  he 
seemed  to  have  during  that  period  was  tlie  continuing  one  with 
Mitchell  regarding  the  discrepancy  on  the  number  of  meetings. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  Dean  hired  a  lawyer,  Mr.  Shaffer,  about 
]\rarch  30.  He  had  indicated  earlier  that  he  might  do  this  so  he — and, 
through  him,  the  President — could  consult  an  attorney  familiar  with 
criminal  law  on  the  implications  of  some  of  the  concerns  Dean  was 
developing.  He  told  me  that  his  lawyer  had  told  him  he  should  not 
write  anything  down  about  the  Watergate  case  and,  if  he  had  written 
anything  down,  he  should  not  show  it  to  anyone  and  he  shoidd  not  talk 
to  Mitchell  or  Jragruder.  He  did  not  mention  to  me  that  his  lawyer 
had  told  him  not  to  talk  to  me  or  Ehrlichman  and  he  did,  in  fact,  con- 
tinue to  talk — to  me,  at  least. 

He  told  me  his  lawyers  had  met  privately  with  the  U.S.  attorneys 
on  April  4.  He  told  me  again  on  April  7  that  his  lawyers  had  met  with 
the  U.S.  attorneys  on  April  6.  This  despite  the  fact  that  in  his  testi- 
mony he  has  said  that  his  lawyers  were  meeting  with  the  prosecutors 
but  this  was  unknown  to  Haldeman  or  Ehrlichman. 

He  further  said  that  the  U.S.  attorneys  had  told  his  lawyers — and 
he  believed  that  this  was  the  straight  information  because  this  was  an 
eyeball-to-eyeball  meeting — that  the  U.S.  attorneys  were  only  inter- 
ested in  the  pre-June  17  facts.  They  had  no  concern  with  post- June  17. 
They  only  wanted  Daan  as  a  witness.  They  did  not  consider  him  a 
target  of  their  investigation.  They  did  not  consider  Haldeman  as  a 
target  and  probably  would  not  even  call  him  as  a  witness.  Liddy  had 
told  them  everything  but  his  lawyers  didn't  know  it;  and  Liddy  com^- 
pletel}* cleared  the  White  House;  that  is,  in  telling  them  everything, 
Liddy  had  confirmed  that  nobody  in  the  White  House  had  had  any 
involvement. 

We  returned  to  Washington  on  April  8.  During  that  week  Ehrlich- 
man continued  his  investigation — and  on  Saturday  the  14th  reported 
his  conclusions  to  the  President  in  the  form  of  a  verbal  statement  of 
^  is  thee  ry  of  the  case  based  on  all  of  the  information  he  had  acquired — • 
still,  of  necessity,  mostly  by  hearsay. 

There  were  several  meetings  with  Dean  that  week  and  I  recall  a 
continuing  concern  on  Dean's  part  regarding  the  discrepancy  with 
Mitchell  and  the  planning  meetings.  I  don't  recall  any  major  changes 
in  Dean's  view  of  the  facts  from  what  he  had  reported  on  the  phone 
earlier. 

By  the  end  of  the  week  both  Dean  and  Ehrlichman  had  come  to  the 
view  that  Mitchell  had  approved  the  Watergate  plan  and  there  was 
so.^ie  discussion  that,  if  that  were  the  fact,  and  if  Mitchell  decided 
to  step  forward  and  say  so,  it  would  be  a  major  step  in  clearing  up  the 
Watergate  mystery.  This  was  not  discussed  in  any  context  of  asking 
Mitchell  to  do  this  as  a  scapegoat  or  to  divert  attention  fi-om  others — 
but  as  a  major  step  in  bringing  out  the  truth. 

Over  the  weekend,  both  JIagrnder  and  Dean  met  with  the  U.S. 
attorneys  in  private  sessions  anct  gave  their  full  accounts  of  the  Water- 
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22.     On  March  30,  1973  Ronald  Ziegler  stated  in  a  press  briefing 
that  no  one  in  the  White  House  had  any  involvement  in  the  Watergate 
matter.   Ziegler  also  announced  that  the  President  reiterated  his 
instructions  that  any  member  of  the  White  House  staff  would  appear 
before  the  grand  jury  if  called  to  answer  questions  regarding  that 
individual's  alleged  knowledge  or  possible  involvement  in  the  Water- 
gate matter. 
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I  made  that  point  to  you  yesterday  and  several  days 
ago,  and  I  state  it  to  you  today  in  anticipation  of  sono  of 
your  questions  in  relation  to  reports  that  have  run  this  r.orning. 

As  v;e  said  and  I  will  repeat  again  today,  this  country 
has  provided,  in  its  v;iEdo:p.,  a  number  of  forums  for  this 
kind  of  inquiry  and  it  is  in  those  duly  constituted  foru:ns 
uhicli  we  have  alv;ays.  felt  this  natter  should  be  pursued. 

With  that  in  mind,  I  would  like  to  take  this  opportunity 
to  focus  attention  on  the  fact  that  we  have  stated  the  position 
of  the  V.liite  House  to  be  one  of  cooperation  in  the  Watergate 
matter.   We  have  stated  that  going  back  to  June.   But  I  v.-ould 
also  like  to  lay  to  rest  a  misapprehension  that  has  been  created 
with  regar:!  to  the  Ivhite  House  position  on  the  Watergate  matter, 
the  inisapprehonsion  v.hich  has  resulted  from  the  fact  that  v.'e 
do  maintain  a  position  that  the  public  media  and  the  Vlhite 
House  briefing  room  is  not  the  place  to  conduct  an  analysis 
of  these  charges  or  to  make  a  judgment  regapding  individuals 
in  response  to  the  unsubstantiated  charges,  but  also  the 
position  which  v.e  have  stated  regarding  the  doctrine  of 
separation  of  powers. 

The  purpose  of  this  policy  is  the  opposite  of  covering 
op  information.   It  is  the  policy  which  lias  been  set  with 
the  objective  to  get  the  true  facts  in  an  orderly  way. 


I  think  you  know  that  subsequent  to  the  Watergate 
incident  —  and  I  em  going  to  take  a  moment  here  to  remind 
you  of  this  —  allegations  were  made  in  the  press  regarding 
(aenbers  of  the  White  House  staff.   The  President,  as  you 
recall,  called  for  an  investigation  of  members  of  the  V.Tiite 
House  staff  regarding  the  VJatergate  matter,  and  as  we  have 
said  before,  no  one  in  the  VJhite  House  had  any  involvement 
or  prior  knov/ledge  of  that  event,  and  I  repeat  that  statement 
again  today. 


I  would  also  like  to  make'  several  further  points 
this  morning:   Something  that  has  been  overlooked  is  that 
from  the  very  outset  of  these  developments,  the  President 
instructed  all  members  of  the  iJhite  House  staff,  present 
and  former,  to  cooperate  fully  vjith  those  investigating  the 
Watergate  natter.   And,  in  fact,  every  member  of  the  VThite 
House  staff  who  has  been  asked  to  supply  information  regarding 
this  matter  has  done  so,  to  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation, 
to  the  Grand  Jury,  and  to  the  courts.   This  has  taken  place,  . 
of  course,  over  the  past  months. 

But  I  would  like  to  bring  into  focus  the  present  also. 
There  are  tvjo  processes  now  under  v?ay  which  are  examining  the 
Watergate  matter.   One  is  the  Grand  Jury.  The  other  is  the 
Senate  committee,  the  Ervin  Committee,  which  is  proceeding 
with  its  initial  work. 
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Appendix  12.     Press   Briefing:     Ziegler,    March  30,    1973 
(Excerpt  from  Ziegler's  Press  Briefing) 


With  regard  to  the  Grand  Jury,    the  President  reiterates  his  instructions 
that  any  member  of  the  "White  House  staff  who  is  called  by  the  Grand 
Jury  will  appear  before  the  Grand  Jury  to  answer  questions  regarding 
that  individual's  alleged  knowledge  or  possible  involvement  in  the 
Watergate  matter. 

This  is  a  re-statement  of  a  policy  which  has  been  in  effect.     If  the 
Grand  Jury  calls  any  member  of  the  White  House  staff,    that  person, 
by  direction  of  the  President,    will  appear  to  testify  regarding  that 
individual's  alleged  knowledge  of  possible  involvement  in  the 
Watergate  matter. 
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71 

A  I   don't   rciuenber  when.      1    think    it  was  \jhen    It 

either  bro'xe    in   the   nev^s   or    there  was    testinony    that   related 
to   it.      I   don't   remenber   specifically. 

Q  Now,    you  made  a    statcnent   on   the   30th  of  March  that 

no  one   in  the  White  House  had  any  involvenent   in  VJatergate? 

A  (Nodding.) 

Q    So  you  think  that  you  learned  about  Mr.  Strachan 
following  that?  . 

A    Yes,  I'm  sure  I  did.   I  think  it  xjas  April.   The 
30th  of  March  statement  related  to  the  fact  that  the  President 
wanted  everyone  to  go  to  the  Grand  Jury. 

Q    Did  the  President  tell  you  to  snake  that  statenent 
In  March? 

A    Yes,  he  did. 

Q    He  told  you  to  make  a  statement  that  no  one  in  the 
White  House  was  involved? 

A    yhe  statement  that  I  made  in  March  related  to  the 
fact  —  and  1  cade  this  just  before  we  left  for  California  — 
related  to  the  fact  that  the  President  wanted  everyone  to  go 
to  the  Grand  Jury,  and  we  were  also,  during  that  period, 
asserting  how  we  would  prevent  testinony  before  the  Senate 
Watergate  Cosaatttee. 

Yes,  at  that  time,  I  made  the  statenent  that  no  one 
In  the  White  House  was  Involved  in  the  Watergate  break-in. 

Q    No. 
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22. 3     RONALD  ZIEGLER  TESTIMONY,   FEBRUARY  12,    1974,    WATERGATE  GRAND  JURY, 
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Or  Watergate  matter. 
Yes. 

That  x^as  obviously  an  ad  lib  on  my  part. 
So  the  President  told  you  nothing  which  encouraged 
you  to  make  that  stateraent? 

A    No.   I  was  doing  that  on  the  frame  of  reference  in 
my  mind  that  the  purpose  of  the  March  30th  statement  — 
Q    Aside  from  that,  Mr.  Zlegler. 

A    Let  me  make  the  point.   The  purpose  of  the  March 
30th  statement  was  the  fact  that  the  President  was  encouraging 
and  so  stated  -  it  was  a  big  news  story  -  that  he  wanted 
everyone  ta  the  White  House  and  in  the  Administration  to 
appear  before  the  Grand  Jury  and  we  would  do  so  before  the 
Senate  Xtatergate  Committee. 

During  that  whole  period  of  time,  he  made  reference 
to  that. 

Q    So  the  Prosident  didn't  tell  you  what  he  had  learned 
on  March  21st  prior  to  your  naldng  the  March  30th  statement? 
A    No,  he  didn't, 
Q    In  substance? 
A    No. 

Q    This  was  a  brand  new  policy  that  the  President  was 
announcing  about  appearing  before  the  Grand  Jury? 

A    Well,  it  was  a  restatement  of  policy  and  also  it 
related  to  — 


DV 
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23.     On  March  30,  1973  John  Dean,  after  consultation  with  his 
attorney,  Thomas  Hogan,  retained  Charles  Shaffer,  an  attorney  in  the 
criminal  law  field.   That  day  Dean  met  with  Hogan  and  Shaffer  £ind  dis- 
cussed the  break- in  at  the  DNC  headquarters  and  the  events  that  followed, 
Haldeman  has  testified  that  Dean  had  indicated  earlier  that  he  might 
retain  a  private  attorney  so  that  Dean  —  and,  through  him,  the  President 
—  could  consult  an  attorney  familiar  with  criminal  law  on  the  impli- 
cations of  some  of  Dean's  concerns.  On  the  afternoon  of  April  2,  1973 
Dean's  lawyers  began  a  series  of  meetings  with  the  Watergate  prosecutors. 

Page 

23.1  John  Dean  testimony,  3  SSC  1009 48A 

23.2  H.  R.  Haldeman  testimony,  7  SSC  2903 485 
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23.1     JOHN  DEAN  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  25,    1972,    3  SSC  1009 

1009 

I  had  been  in  continuous  contact  since  March  25  "with  my  attorney, 
Tom  Hogan,  regarding  whom  lie  felt  was  the  best  available  man  in 
the  criminal  law  field  that  I  might  discuss  this  entire  matter  with. 
We  had  talked  on  several  occasions  about  Charles  Shaffer,  whom  I 
had  met  several  years  ago  and  regarded  highly  as  a  criminal  lawyer. 

On  March  -28  and  29,  however,  I  made  several  other  calls  to  friends 
to  ask  them  for  suggested  names  of  knowledgeable  criminal  lawyers, 
but  decided  on  ilarch  ?>0  that  I  would  retain  Mr.  Shaffer  if  he  were 
available.  Mr.  Hogan  informed  me  that  he  was  and  we  arranged  to 
meet  with  him. 

The  President,  along  with  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichraan,  were  going 
to  be  in  California  for  a  week  or  more  in  connection  with  the  Presi- 
dent's meeting  witli  President  Thieu  of  South  Vietnam  and  I  felt  that 
this  would  give  me  an  opportunity  to  decide  how  best  I  could  come 
forward  and  end  this  matter.  I  liad  decided  that  I  was  going  to  infor.m 
the  prosecutors  of  what  the  case  was  all  about  but  before  I  did  so 
I  felt  that  I  should  consult  with  counsel  to  determine  the  scope  of 
my  own  problems. 

On  March  30.  shortly  after  lunch,  I  met  with  Mr.  Hogan  and  !Mr. 
Shaffer.  I  spent  5  hours  telling  them  everything  that  I  could  remember 
and  telling  them  that  I  was  unwilling  to  continue  in  the  coverup. 
Mr.  Shaffer  advised  me  to  avoid  further  conversations  regarding  this 
subject  and  said  that  he  would  like  to  talk  with  me  again  on  Monday- 
morning  prior  to  his  seeing  the  prosecutors. 

Accordingly,  we  met  again  on  Monday  morning,  April  2,  and  dis- 
cussed the  matter  for  several  hours  more.  That  afternoon,  my  attorneys 
went  to  tl\e  Government  prosecutors  and  told  them  that  I  was  willing 
come  forward  with  everything  I  knew  about  the  case. 

From  the  outset  1  was  confronted  with  the  problems  of  executive 
privilege,  attorney-client  privilege,  and  national  security.  Thus,  it 
was  agreed  until  these  problems  were  resolved  that  I  would  exclude 
matters  involving  the  President  from  these  conversations.  I  was  also 
uncertain  of  many  of  the  dates  and  details  of  the  facts  that  I  had 
general  knowledge  of  so  I  began  reconstructing  a  chronology  of  events. 
As  each  session  progressed,  I  was  able  to  provide  more  information, 
more  leads,  and  more  explanations  of  the  interrelationships  within 
the  ^^Hiite  House  and  the  relationships  of  pereons  who  were  involved. 

During  the  period  of  April  2  until  April  15,  the  meetings  I  had 
with  the  pi'osecutors  were  initially  focusing  on  the  activities  which 
had  led  un  to  the  June  17  break-in  at  the  Democratic  National  Com- 
mittee and  all  the  knowledge  I  had  regarding  the  events  before  Jime 
17.  but  as  our  discussions  evolved  and  I  began  telling  them  more  and 
more  of  the  coveinip,  their  interest  began  to  focus  more  and  more  in 
that  area. 

As  I  bciran  explaining  Avhat  I  knew,  it  was  evident  that  the  prose- 
cutors liad  no  conception  of  how  ex^tensive  the  coverup  was  so  I  tried 
to  provide  them  with  all  tlie  details  that  I  could  remember.  Also,  as 
rlie  cou\'ei'sations  regarding  the  coverup  Ix'gan  to  get  into  more  and 
more  specifics,  we  moved  into  areas  that  came  closer  and  closer  to  the 
President,  hut  prior  to  April  15  T  did  not  discuss  any  of  the  areas  of 
Presidential  involvement. 
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23.2     H.R.    EALDEMAN  TESTIMONY^   JULY  30,    1973,    7  S3C  2903 

2903 


APRIL 
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From  April  1  to  7,  I  was  in  San  Clemente  Avith  the  President. 
Despite  Mr.  Dean's  statement  that  during  that  period  he,  under  advice 
of  counsel,  endeavored  to  avoid  any  contact  with  Haldeman.  Elirlich- 
man,  or  Mitchell — we  talked  on  the  plione  daily.  The  main  problem  he 
seemed  to  have  during  that  period  was  the  continuing  one  with 
Mitchell  regarding  the  discrepancy  on  the  number  of  meetings. 
"  It  is  my  understanding  that  Dean  hired  a  lawyer,  Mr.  Shaffer,  about 
March  30.  He  had  indicated  earlier  that  he  might  do  this  so  he — and, 
through  him,  the  President — could  consult  an  attorney  familiar  with 
criminal  law  on  the  implications  of  some  of  the  concerns  Dean  was 
developing.  He  told  me  that  his  lawyer  had  told  him  he  should  not 
"rite  an\-thing  down  about  the  Watergate  case  and,  if  he  had  written 
anything  down,  he  should  not  show  it  to  anyone  and  he  should  not  talk 
to  Mitchell  or  Magruder.  He  did  not  mention  to  me  that  his  lawyer 
had  told  him  not  to  talk  to  me  or  Ehrlichman.  and  he  did,  in  fact,  con- 
tinue to  talk — to  me,  at  least. 

He  told  me  his  lawyers  had  met  privately  with  the  U.S.  attorneys 
on  April  4.  He  told  me  again  on  April  7  that  his  lawyers  had  met  with 
the  U.S.  attorneys  on  April  6.  This  despite  the  fact  that  in  his  testi- 
mony he  has  said  that  his  lawyers  were  meeting  with  the  prosecutors 
but  this  was  unknown  to  Haldeman  or  Ehrlichman. 

He  further  said  that  the  US.  attorneys  had  told  his  lawyers — and 
he  believed  that  this  was  the  straight  information  because  this  was  an 
eyeball-to-eyeball  meeting — that  the  U.S.  attorneys  were  only  inter- 
ested in  the  pre- June  17  facts.  They  had  no  concern  with  post- June  17. 
They  only  wanted  Dean  as  a  witness.  They  did  not  consider  him  a 
target  of  their  investigation.  They  did  not  consider  Haldeman  as  a 
target  and  probably  would  not  even  call  him  as  a  witness.  Liddy  had 
told  them  everything  but  his  lawyers  didn't  know  it ;  and  Liddy  com- 
pletely cleared  the  \Vhite  House;  that  is,  in  telling  them  eveiything, 
Liddy  had  confirmed  that  nobody  in  the  White  House  had  had  any 
involvement. 

Wo  returned  to  Washington  on  April  8.  During  that  week  Ehrlich- 
man continued  his  investigation — and  on  Saturday  the  14th  reported 
his  conclusions  to  the  President  in  the  form  of  a  verbal  statement  of 
his  theory  of  the  case  based  on  all  of  the  information  he  had  acquired — 
still,  of  necessity,  mostly  bj'  hearsay. 

There  were  several  meetings  with  Dean  that  week  and  I  recall  a 
continuing  concern  on  Dean's  part  regai-ding  the  discrepancy  with 
Mitchell  and  the  planning  meetings.  I  don't  recall  any  major  changes 
in  Dean's  view  of  the  facts  from  what  he  had  reported  on  the  plione 
earlier. 

By  the  end  of  the  week  Ijoth  Dean  and  Ehrlichman  had  come  to  the 
view  that  Jlitchell  had  approved  the  Watergate  plan  and  there  was 
some  discussion  that,  if  that  were  the  fact,  and  if  Mitchell  decided 
to  step  forward  and  say  so,  it  would  lie  a  major  step  in  clearing  up  the 
Watergate  mystery.  Tliis  was  not  discussed  in  any  context  of  asking 
Mitchell  to  do  this  as  a  scaiugoat  or  to  divert  attention  fi'om  othere — 
but  as  a  major  stop  in  bringing  out  the  ti-uth. 

Over  the  weekend,  botli  ilagnider  and  Dean  met  with  the  U.S. 
attorneys  in  private*  sessions  and  gave  their  full  accounts  of  the  Water- 
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2A.     On  March  30,  1973  newspaper  reports  stated  that  Robert  Relsner, 
former  Administrative  Assistant  to  Jeb  Magruder  at  CRP,  was  to  be  sub- 
poenaed by  the  staff  of  the  SSC.  Magruder  has  testified  that  he  realized 
that  his  story  about  his  1972  meetings  with  Mitchell,  Dean  and  Llddy 
would  not  hold  up.  Magruder  realized,  among  other  things,  that 
the  SSC  had  begun  an  investigation  and  Reisner,  who  knew  about  the 
meetings  and  who  had  previously  been  missed  by  the  prosecutors,  would 
be  gotten  to.  On  March  31,  1973  Magruder,  who  previously  had  been 
represented  by  the  attorneys  for  CRP,  retained  James  Blerbower  as  his 
personal  attorney. 
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24.1   WASHINGTON  POST,   MARCH  30.    1972,   Al,   A6 


DIcCord  Takes  Slli  20  Times, 


T\j 


effort  to  Gain 


o 
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Dy  3o'o  Wood'A-nrd 
:iiid  Carl  Berr.siein 

•.V»-.iiir.s:on  ?ns*.  3':ii:  W.-.'iTl 

\V;uer.2ate  con.spirntor  James 
\K.  McCord  Jr.  repeatedly  in- 
voked the  Fiftrh  Amendment 
durinu'  his  initial  appearance 
before  a  Senate  investiijatin^ 
committee  Wednesday,  lefus- 
ins  to  discuss  whether  a 
hrond  vans;e  of  potent:ally  ille- 
gal lativities  tiad  !)ern  under- 
tal^?n  on  behalf  of  President 
Nixon's  re-elertion. 

A'-c'orriin?  :o  Senate  so'irces. 
McCord  filed  his  privile^f 
a.i'ninsr  sfU'-incr*m!nation  in 
ansHfr  to  more  than  20  ques- 
tions. iMch  askins^  whether  lie 
had  pf-rsonal  l;no'.vleri?9  of 
;i;Idi'!onal  wiretnpnin?;  or  oth-, 
.<i-  acts  of  political  espionase 
and  ::-;!hcita^'e  in  Mr.  Nixon'i 
■j-e-flpi-tioa  c.impaian.  ^ 

The  s>>i.irces  .^aid  members' 
of  the  Senate's  select  AV.uer- 
«;Hte  of-nimiltee  n^'^^arded  ^Ic- 
Cord's  invocation  of  the  Fifth' 
AineT^ment  not  as  an  fncoop- 
crative  ■:e:^^u^e,  but.  rather  as 
aa  op-n  sJ2'-:estion  that  they 
erant  I'.im  im'miinity  rrnm  uir- 
iner  prosecution. 

'H'.ey  predicred  that  McCovd, 
the  lormer  ."ecurity  coordina- 
tor it  t:ie  Committee  tor  tiie 
i'c-election  or  the  ."resi.ient, 
•-.vho  '."as  convicted  in  the 
^yat9r-Jale      conspiracy     ca^e, 


hi 


\^ 


.if 


'rUS> 


JA.\1KS  \y.  .McCORn 
,  .  iiuestioned  in   senate 


reportedly  refused  to  answer 
■ve;e  those  de;-iliii4  with  r!oc>- 
crt  C.  Mardian.  th,;  tormer  ciiier 
of  the  Justice  Depar'.T.ent's  in^ 
i.M-p.al  security  division  —  the 
division  responsible  for  man^ 
u'^in?;  leyal  wiretaps  lor  the 
iederal  government. 

.M.irdian,  later  the  political 
coordinator  of  Mr.  N'i.xon'si 
campai-.;n.  headed  an  internal| 
invpstijation  of  the  Water^arel 
bu'jain'i  for  the  President's  re-'i 
election  commi'tce  and.  accorn-l 
in'4  to  investi'^ative  sources, 
sunervispfl  a  "hoiiSPclP:inin_3'*' 
that  included  the  destr'ji.-rion  oft 
numerous  flocument.?  itffer  the' 
June    17   ;'.irest3   in   the    Vv'-iter-l 


i;afe. 


I 


would  not  hesitate  to  answer 
the  questions  posed  Wednes- 
day if  he  wei-e  granted  im- 
munity. 

■He  seemed  to  be  saying  to 
the  committee  that  he  has  a 
wide  kn(:ivv'led:3e  in  a  wKie  va- 
riety of  areas  involving  crim- 
inal activity  ti'.irin'.;  the  Pr:'s- 
i'Jent's  c!;npai:;a.'"  said  one 
.source,  aiidin'^;  •  He  save  the 
impression  that  he  would  be 
rielighred  to  spe.^k  about  it  if 
;he  committee  t.'ives  him  im- 
munity." 

Amon'.;  the  o.uestions  McCord 


McC'ord.  Senate  source?  said. I 
;-clcnowled-i'.'it  r.ieet:n'4  wifhj 
VMaroian  iiut  invoked  the  Fifth| 
i. Amendment  when  asked  to  dis-j 
;  cu.iS  the  subject  of  such  meet-' 
'  in'.;s. 

Senate  sources  reported  tha 
liie     V."arer:;ate     investriatin^i 
committee  yesterdav   -.uhpoen 
;aed  three  former  employees  of  I 
,;he  Nixon   re-electiop  commit-j 
lee  in  an  attemot  to  corroho-| 
rare  McCord's  testimonv  about; 
the     -'.He'^ed     involvement     of 
hiuh   presidential  ai<ies  in  the- 
"\\'a[er53te  lnr=j.^inn. 

The  three  were  identified: 
.as  aaily  Harmony  and  Svlviai 
Panarites,   both   former   secre-^ 

See  W.VTKRG.AX::,  Ari.  Col.  1  ' 
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24.1     WASHINGTON  POST,   MARCH  30,    1973,   Al,   A6 

"WATERGATE,  From  . VI  in   other  develooments  yes- 

'  terday: 

tnries  to  one  of  ^fcCord's  co-:      .  rp,  „    ,  .        ,        .,.„ 

.     ,  ,,.,  .     '     •  The    Los    Angeles     limes 

con.piraU;.-s  loi'mer  ^  i.te:,.^,,^^.^^^;  .^^^  McCorcfs  ac- 
house  aide  G.  Gordon  Lidcb',  ,„,„t  „j  ,he  meean,'  in 
^P.ci  Robert  Reisner.  who.;^,;^^;,^!,.,  ^^^^^^  ^^.  ..p^^^,^ 
.>.M-ved  as  administrati%-e  ;'S-Vy,,.oborated"  by  Magruders 
sistatU  to  the  deputy  director  tp.tinionv  before  the  Water-- 
nf  tne  .Nixon  re-election  cam-  ^.^^g  .,^.^^^  j^„.^  ^^.^  iummer. 
patun.  lormer  Presidential  as-.j^,  jhe  teMinionv,  The  Times 
.sistant   Jeo    Stuart    -\[agruder.|reDorted.  Maoruiler  confirmed 

■During  his  testimony' jj,^^  j^^  attended  the  se«ion 
V/ednes-day,  ^IcCord  said  un-i^^.tj,  ^ntchell  Liddv  and 
der  oath  that  he  was  told  by  :Qeaa.  However,  Massruder  told  i 
Liddy.  his  principal  superior  m.the  grand  .iury  that  no  plans  ■ 
Iho  Water;;ate  conspiracy  thatlfor  the  VVatergate  buguing  ■ 
former  Attorney  General  John  were  discussed  at  the  meeting"!  j 
X.  ..Mitchell  had  personally  ap-jaccording  to  The  Times  ac-; 
proved  plans  to  bug  the  Demo-^ count, 
crats  headquarters.  j      .■  a  growing  number  of  Re- 

-McCord  testified  Wednesday;  publican  senators  and  party 
tliat  Liddy  told  him  that  the.  leaders  voiced  concern  about 
budget  and  plans  for  the  Wa-;the  Watergate,  with  some  call- 
lorgate  operation  were  ap-|ing  on  President  .Nixon  to  ap-^ 
provefl  during  a  February,, point  a  special  prosecutor  to- 
1972.  meeting  in  .Alitchell's  of-1  investigate  the  matter, 
lice  that  also  was  attended  by:      .    c-  ,         ,,    -r,     it,  •  , 

Magruner    and    White    House  ,„V  ^en     Lowell    P.    Weicker 

Counsel  -lohn  W.  Dean  III.        l^-^^""';,  f    '^*^'"''^'-    °'.  ^he 

According  to  reliable  re-;  ^'^."^^f^  Tt^'^V-^  committee, 
j^urts  of  .UcCord's  testimony,:  ^^'^  "^^'  '^^  Watergate  bug- 
the  former  Ni.xon  ^ecunty  i  3'"'  ^'*^.  "°^  3"  '^"'^^"'^  '•'^•J 
ci'.ief  said  Liddv  also  told  him''^"'^"'  °'  ,^;"y'"-  directed  by; 
tliat  he  brought  si.K  or  more  '^^  ^^•^'^e  ^""^S- ^^' '^e  Senate; 
large  cardbnai-d  charts  to  thei'-^'^'^'^'^^se  intends  to  get  toj: 
meeting  to  e.xplain  his  pro- ^''«  bottom  of  the  matter.j' 
posal  to  bug  the  Watergate,     i^^eicker  said,  it   will   be   nee-'- 

-McCord,  Senate  sources  said.! essaiT  to  focus  the  probe  on;: 
testified  that  he  thought  rMiss-P^^^ns  other  than  Liddy  andl' 
I'anarites  might  have  know- 1 on  espionage  incidents  otherl- 
Irdge   nf   the   charts.   Reisner, ;  than    the    Watergate.  I, 

according  to  the  sources,  wis;  *  Former  White  House  con-li 
subpoenaed  to  determine  if  he  sultant  E.  Howard  Hunt  Jr.;- 
knew  any  details  about  the  al-' testified  for  a  third  day  be-i> 
Ic'^ed  meeting  and  whether  fore  a  federal  grand  jury  thatii 
.Magruder  attended  it.  ihas  reopened  its  probe  of  thaii 

.'vccording  to  reliable  re-:  case.  Hunt  reportedly  wasii 
ports  of  his  testimony,  Mc-' asked  about  McCord's  allega-! 
Cord  told  the  Senate  commit-i  tions  and  other  ties  Hunt  mayil 
tee  that  he  believes  .Miss  Har-  have  had  to  the  broader  cam-; 
niony  might  have  typed  final  paign  of  political  spying.  !. 
reports  of  wire-tapped  con-,  •  Reliable  Senate  sources! 
vcr.sations  from  the  Water-  said  McCord's  testimony  alsoi' 
;:ate  surveillance.  One  of  the  focused  briefly  on  White' 
unresolved  mysteries  of  the.  House  chief  of  staff  H.  R.. 
V.'atergate  case  has  been  the  Haldeman.  but  denied  reports! 
c|uestion  of  to  whom  those  re-  published  in  some  newspapers, 
ports  eventually  were  distri-:  today  that  the  testimony  in; 
limited.  any  way  implicated  Haldeman 

Miss  Harmony  also  was  ex-' in    the  "bugging. 
poctPd    to    be    asked    if    shei     The    sources    said    .AlcCord' 
knew  anything  about  a  Febru-;  testified    that    he    once    sent' 
ary   meeting   in   .Mitchell's  of-!  Haldeman      a      memorandum' 
li'c.  : dealing  with   routine   security' 
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Mr.  Reisner.  I  do. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Chairman,  Terrv'  Lenzner,  assistant  chief  counsel, 
will  ask  the  first  few  questions  of  the  witness. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Mr.  Reisner,  will  you  spell  your  name  and  address 
please? 

TESTIMONY  OF  ROBERT  A.  REISNER 

Mr.  Reisner.  My  name  is  Robert  Reisner,  middle  initial  A.  F., 
my  address  is  2727  29  th  St.  NW.,  Washington. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Will  you  spell  your  last  name? 

Mr.  Reisner.  R-e-i-s-n-e-r. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  And  you  are  appearing  here  today  without  counsel; 
is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Reisner.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Do  you  have  any  short  opening  statement  you  would 
like  to  make? 

Mr.  Reisner.  No,  I  do  not.  As  you  know,  Mr.  Lenzner,  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  have  met  with  your  staff  on  a  number  of  occasions  in  an 
effort  to  trj-  to  be  cooperative  as  I  can  be  and  I  am  appearing  here 
in  the  same  spirit  and  I  wiU  be  glad  to  answer  your  questions. 

Senator  Ervin.  I  would  like  to  say  on  behalf  of  the  comrriittee  the 
staff  assures  me  that  you  have  been  most  cooperative. 

Mr.  Reisner.  Thank  you. 
^~  Mr.  Lenzner.  Mr.  Reisner,  were  you  employed  by  the  Committee 
I  To  Re-Elect  the  President  in  November  of  1971? 
'       Mr.  Reisner.  I  was. " 

Mr.  Lenzner.  And  what  was  your  position  with  the  committee? 

Mr.  Reisner.  I  was  admLaistrative  assistant  to  Mr.  Jeb  Magruder. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  And  how  long  did  you  hold  that  position? 

Mr.  Reisner.  I  worked  for  Mr.  Magruder  from  November  1971 
I  until  July  1972.  In  July,  I  then  went  to  work  for  Mr.  Clark  Mac- 
Liiregor  as  his  e.xecutive  assistant. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  When  did  you  leave  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect? 

Mr.  Reisner.  On  November  8,  following  the  election. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Can  you  briefly  describe  your  duties  as  Mr.  Magru- 
der's  administrative  assistant? 

Mr.  Reisner.  My  duties  were  pretty  conventional — that  of  ad- 
ministrative assistant.  There  were  three  kinds  of  duties.  Basically  I 
was  responsible  for  the  people,  for  coordinating  among  the  people  that 
he  saw,  in  other  words,  his  schedule.  I  was  responsible  for  coordinating 
the  paper  flow  that  came  in  and  out  of  his  office  and,  therefore,  the 
decisions,  just  keeping  track  of  the  decisions  that  accompanied  that 
paper  flow.  And  finally,  I  was  responsible  for  sort  of  foUowup  role, 
just  keeping  tabs  on  things  that  he  wanted  to  have  done  and  that  he 
had  asked  various  senior  staff  members  to  do  for  him. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Now,  in  those  duties  did  you  maintain  a  diary  of 
Mr.  Magruder's  schedule? 

Mr.  Reisner.  No,  I  did  not  personally  maintain  a  diary.  I  was 
responsible  for  his  calendar  and  1  had  a  secretary  who  also  worked 
directly  for  Mr.  Magruder  named  Vicki  Chern,  and  her  role  was  to 
keep  a  calendar  and  keep  his  own  calendar  up  to  date  and  that  would 
be  the  accurate  record  of  his  schedule. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Now,  did  there  come  a  time  when  you  were  intro- 
duced to  Gordon  Liddy? 
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Senator  Ervin.  Just  generally  speaking. 

Mr.  Reisner.  Generally  speaking,  shredding  that  document,  I 
remembered  for  the  first  time  when  I  read  that  Mr.  Grav  had  shredded 
a  document  and  I  simply  realized  that  there  was  a  similarity  there. 

Senator  Ervin.  When  were  you  subpenaed  to  go  before  the  grand 
jury? 

Mr.  Reisner.  On  April  8.  It  was  at  a  subsequent  meeting  with 
Mr.  Silbert  that  I  described  that  document  to  him.  It  was  in  a  previous 
appearance  before  the  grand  jury  that  I  described  virtually  all  that  I 
have  described  here  today. 

Senator  Ervin.  Did  you  talk  to  Mr.  Silbert  before  you  talked  to 
this  committee  staff? 

Mr.  Reisner.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ervin.  Were  you  subpenaed  before  the  grand  jury  before 
■  you  talked  to  the  staff  of  this  committee? 

Mr  Reisner.  To  be  precise,  on  March  30,  your  staff  subpenaed 
me,  which  was  the  first  time  I  had  heard  from  an  investigatory  body. 
I  met  with  two  of  your  investigators  on  that  Friday.  The  subpena  was 
canceled.  I  believe,  Mr.  Chairman,  you  were  out  of  town  and  returned 
and  the  nature  of  the  proceeding  changed. 

Subsequently,  I  was  subpenaed  by  the  grand  jury  and  appeared 
there. 

Senator  Ervin.  Now,  did  you  receive  a  phone  call  or  anv  communi- 
cation from  Mr.  Magruder  after  you  were  subpenaed  to  go  before  the 
grand  jury^  or  before  our  committee? 

^Ir  Reisner.  Yes,  sir;  on  that  Friday,  which  was,  I  believe, 
March  .30.  Actually,  it  was  in  the  newspaper  before  I  knew  what  was 
going  to  happen.  I  read  in  the  newspaper  that  morning  that  I  was 
to  be  subpenaed. 

Senator  Ervin.  What  did  Mr.  Magruder  ask  you  to  do? 

Mr.  Reisner.  He  asked  me  to  get  together  with  him.  He  called 
rae  at  home  and  asked  me  to  get  together  with  him  that  morning.  He 
asked  me  whether  he  could  take  me  to  work.  I  indicated  that  I  didn't 
think  that  was  appropriate,  because  I  presumed  that  the  reason  I 
was  being  subpenaed  before  this  committee  was  to  discuss  Mr. 
Magruder;  therefore,  I  didn't  think  it  was  appropriate  for  us  to  meet. 

He  then  called  me  again  that  morning  to  urge  a  meeting.  I  suggested 
there  should  be  a  third  person  there.  We  set  a  meeting.  Then  I^hose 
not  to  attend  the  meeting.  I  wanted  to  be  firm  about  not  meeting 
with  him. 

Senator  Ervin.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  in  either  of  those 
conversations  about  meeting  with  a  Paul  O'Brien? 

Mr.  Reisner.  Yes,  sir;  the  nature  of  that  was  this,  as  I  understand 
it.  I  indicated  to  him  that  if  we  were  going  to  meet,  there  should  be  a 
third  person  there. 

■  "P^  ^d"^'  ^^^''  ^®  ^^  ^^^®  ^^  ^""^  someone.  How  about  if  we  find 
either  Paul  O'Brien  or  Ken  Parkinson,  who  were  counsel  to  the 
committee? 

I  said  that  that  would  be  acceptable,  but  subsequentlv  called  Mr. 
OBnen  at  11  o'clock  that  morning  and  said  that  I  didn't  think  it 
was  appropnnte  to  get  together  with  the  man  about  whom  I  was 
going  to  be  asked  to  testify.  ]\Ir.  O'Brien  agreed  with  that  and  said 
that  he  understood  completely  and  there  was  no  problem. 
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Senator  Ervin.  Did  Mr.  O'Brien  give  you  advice  about  or  make  an 
offer  of  help  to  you? 

Mr.  Reisner.  Mr.  O'Brien? 

Senator  Ervin.  Yes. 

Mr.  Reisner.  Well,  yes,  sir,  he  was  counsel  to  the  committee  and 
I  think  he  said,  "I  wiU  be  glad  to  help  you,  Bob,"  but,  he  said,  I 
think  you  will  have  to  reaUze  that  if  you  have  independent^ counsel 
or  someone  who  is  independent  who  can  give  you  advice,  that  may 
be  your  best  situation.  After  aU,  I  have  to  represent  the  comnuttee 

as  well."  .  ,  ,  ,j 

Senator  Ervin.  What  was   Magnider's   reaction   when   you    told 

him  that .      , 

Mr   Reisner.  I  didn't  want  to  come  to  the  meeting.' 
Senator  Ervin  [continidng].  That  you  didn't  want  to  meet  him. 
Mr   Reisner.  He  called  Mr.  O'Brien's  office  expecting  me  to  be 
there  and  found  out  I  wasn't  going  to  attend.  His  response  was  ex- 
tremely agitated.  He  felt  he  wanted  to  know  what  I  thought  1  was 

'^nf  also  indicated  to  me  that— I  had  said  to  Mr.  O'Brien  I  didn't 
think  there  was  very  much  I  could  provide  that  would  be  helpful  to 
this  committee  and  Mr.  O'Brien  had  apparently— we  just  discussed 
briefly  the  nature  of  the  evidence  I  could  provide  and  Mr  Magruder— 
one  of  the  pieces  of  evidence,  of  course,  was  the  easel.  We  mentioned 
that  and  I  think  Mr.  Magruder  stated  that  he  didn  t— he  said  there 
was  no  easel.  He  said,  I  don't  see  how  you  can  remember  that 

Senator  Ervin.  Now,  he  called  you  at  your  home,  didn  t  he,  and 
talked  about  that? 

Mr.  Reisner.  Yes,  sir.  „  ,  ,    ^ 

Senator  Ervin.  That  was  the  third  telephone  call  he  made  to  you 

that  day? 

Mr.  Reisner.  Yes,  sir.  ,  .      ,  *•       wi.  » 

Senator  Ervin.  I  would  like  you  to  explain  the  conversation.  What 

did  you  tell  him  outside  of  the  easel  and  what  did  he  tell  you? 
Mr.  Reisner.  What  did  he  tell  me? 

Senator  Ervin.   Yes.  i,    .,  .  t  ^\, 

Mr  Reisner.  He  also  indicated  to  me— well,  the  natiu-e  of  the 
conversation  was  one  in  which  he  was  saying  to  me,  you  know,  what 
are  you  doing?  There  was  no  easel.  .  ,  , 

Then  he  said,  I  can't  understand  tlds.  He  said,  you  know,  are  you  not 
going  to  be  cooperative?  Are  you  not  going— everyone  else  has  been 
cooperative,  or  something  to  that  effect.  t    ,-,•.•    u     j 

Now,  in  fairness  to  Mr.  Magruder  here,  because  I  think  it  is  border- 
ino-  on  a  very  serious  point  that  I  have  discussed  \vith  your  staff,  there 
was  a  fourth  phone  call  on  that  day.  He,  I  think,  knew  that  he  didn  t 
wish  to— that  I  didn't  want  to  meet  %vith  him.  He  called  my  home  and 
had  my  wife  call  me  and  ask  me  to  call  him  that  evemng. 

Now,  in  that  evening  ])hone  call,  the  entire  natiu-e  of  the  phone 
call  was  different.  I  think  he  said  that  he  was  upset,  that  he  was  sorry 
if  he  was  overiv  anxious.  He  s^xid  he  just  wanted  me  to  realize  that 
there  were  some  extremely  serious  matters  concerned  here  and  that  i 
should  treat  them  in  that  way. 

I  said  I  intended  to  treat  them  in  that  way. 
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Senator  Ervin.  Did  he  tell  you  at  that  time  that  you  should  be 
careful  about  what  you  said  because  people's  lives  and  futures  wexe  at 

.Ja^fi  ^^^"^r-  ^'''  I"^  '^M-  y^""^  ^^^  ^"  that  second  phone  call 
and  that  was  by  way  of  explaining  to  me  why  he  was  so  concerned 

^hcTfZ  E«\^^-/"sV^'''  ™y  edification,  I  wish  you  would  explain 
Lbout  the  easel  story,  because  I  don't  quite  understand. 

iust  th«^''M'^''''T-J^^''  '^-  ^  *^^"^  .^h"  "'^t^^^  «^  the  easel  story  is 
just  that  Mr.  Liddy  came  to  me  mdicating  that  he  was  goin<^  to 
have  a  meetmg  with  Mr.  Mitchell  and  that  he  wished  to  have  some 

f;oi\'i^To\:oiio?su:Ef piop"^^  ^-^^  ^''- '  -^-^^^  ^«  ^- 

Mr.  Reisner.  Yes,  sir. 

L     Senator  Ervin.  And  he  asked  you  if  you  could  get  him  an  easel 
on  which  he  could  display  charts  for  Mr.  MitchelPs^ 
is  what  if  was':'''        ^'^  "°'  '^^  *°  ^''P^'^  '^^"*^'  ^"^  ^  Presumed  that 
Senator  Ervin.  Senator  Baker 
Senator  B.-ucer.  Mr.  Chairman,  thank  you  verj-  much   If  there  is 

Spn^^^'lv"  ^'  y°"  ^"'^  ^^'  committee,  I  would  hke  to  yield  now  to 
Senator  Weicker  to  examine  the  witness.  ^ 

Senator  Weicker.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chah-man. 

Mr.  Keisner,  I  would  like  to  go  back  to  the  eveninc.  of  June  17 
tSZL^tljl^'T''^  your  testimony,  and  if  I  also  undeSand 
be  sZ^P  h;  ^'  ^''"  ^^i""  ^"^^'■^  this  committee,  there  seems  to 
be  some  discrepancy  as  to  what  occurred. 

ni-^H '1;^^^^^^  "i?^  ^"^  *,?  ^°  .^y^""  the  sequence  of  events  that  trans- 

From  Mn  MS^.S5:?:offiL'."  """  ''^^^"'^^  ^'^  ^^^"^"»  «^  ^'^^  ^^^^ 

iWREisSli'Yes^^'  ^^"""^  '''^'"  ^""^  'P°''^  ^°  ^^^-  ^^^g'-"^^^'-? 
Senator  Weicker.  During  the  entire  time? 

eniire  th,^'?^  ^^  ''  °Y  ^'^['^  ^t"^^  ^^  ^^^^  «"  the  phone  during  the 
SeLfnr  n^    -^  remember  the  phone  call,  he  initiated  it. 

phone  call?  ""•      '''''  ™^^  ^  ''"?  ^°"-  ^^^'•-  ^^^^  ^^^tiated  the 

Mr.  Reisner.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Weicker.  WTiy  would  he  have  initiated  it? 

th;i'are  >;'udoin?here?'''^'  ''™'  '"'"  '^''  '°""^  ^^'*  ^^^'^'  ^^'^'^^  ^^ 

I  said,  Jeb  called  me  and  asked  me  to  come  down  here 
reason  I  wr'rln'""'.!^^'""  ^°  *^'  effect-well,  he  said-I  said  that  the 

Se  r.id  that  th   M     T  :'f  K  "  '''"°r  ^^^^'^  *^"^'tive  things  from  the 
me  Him  tliat  that  is  what  Jeb  wanted  me  to  do. 

ne  said,  do  you  know  exactly  what  he  wants'^ 
1  said,  no,  not  really 
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had  a  direct  relationship  to  the  President  at  all.  In  fact,  the  use  of 
his  name  was  very  common  in  many  cases  where  it  was  inappropriate; 
in  other  words,  where  he  had  not  had  any  dealings  in  the  matter. 
So  I  knew  that  this  did  not  necessarily  mean  it  came  from  the  Presi- 
dent or  anyone  else  other  than  Mr.  Dean  or  Mr.  ^Mitchell. 

IMr.  Dash.  But  you  did  not  know  to  the  contrary. 

Mr.  ilAGRUDER.  No;  I  did  not  know  to  the  contrary. 

Mr.  D.\SH.  Did  you  know  or  have  any  knowledge  of  any  plans  to 
pay  attorney's  fees  or  salaries  to  defendants  or  support  for  the  families 
of  the  defendants? 

Mr.  'Magruder.  I  was  aware  that  they  were  being  taken  care  of 
because,  of  course,  one  of  the  questions  I  had  if  I  was  going  to — par- 
ticularly before  the  second  grand  jurj'  appearance  where  I  had  to 
decide  to  go  up  and  tell  this  covernp  story— that  I  wanted  assurances 
that  the  other  seven  defendants,  the  seven  defendants  would  hold  and 
I  was  assured  they  were  being  taken  care  of.  That  was  the  extent  of 
my  knowledge. 

Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  aware  of  any  concern  about  any  one  of  the 
defendants  during  this  period  of  time? 

Mr.  Magruder.  AVell,  at  vaiying  times  there  was  concern  over  par- 
ticularly Mr.  McCord.  I  think  Mr.  Himt  to  some  extent  at  various 
times  and  also  I  think  jNIr.  Sturgis  who  I  did  not  know.  They  were 
three  who  were  brought  up  most  frequently. 

INIr.  Dash.  Were  you  aware  of  any  plans  to  propose  a  CIA  defense 
for  the  defendants? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Again,  in  these  series  of  meetings  that  we  had  from 
the  period,  from  the  break-in  to  September,  that  defense  was  dis- 
cussed in  general  terms  at  meetings  I  attended  but  I  could  not  be 
specific  about  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  you  testified  at  the  first  Watergate  trial? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  at  that  trial  did  you  tell  this  same  false  stoiy  that 
you  testified  before  the  grand  jury  and  told  the  FBI  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  By  the  time  of  the  trial  in  January  all  seemed.  Mr. 
Magruder,  to  have  worked  well  according  to  the  plan  that  you  had 
worked  out  with  IVIr.  Mitchell,  ^Ir.  Dean,  Mr.  LaRue  and  Mr.  Mardian. 
At  what  time,  to  your  recollection,  if  it  did  occur  did  the  plan  begin  to 
crumble  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Well,  I  think  that  as  soon  as  we  realized  that  the 
grand  jury  was  going  to  reconvene,  much  more  so  than  ifr.  McCord's 
statement  because  I  knew  Mr.  McCord's  statements  would  be  heai-say, 
but  as  soon  as  I  knew  the  grand  jury  was  going  to  reconvene  I  knew 
that  things  would  be  difficult  to  hold.  I  knew  I  could  not  go  through 
the  same  process,  now  that  the  election  was  now  o\  er  and  the  reason  for 
the  covciup  fioni  my  standpoint  was  now  no  longei-  valid.  But  also  I 
know  that  Mr.  Reisner,  the  one — fioni  my  standiioiiit,  the  only  mistake 
tlie  prosecutors  nuide  was  in  going  through  the  oi'gar.ization  they 
missed  Mr.  Reisner,  and  if  they  had  caugiit  Mr.  Reisner  earlier.  I  think 
this  story  would  not  have  been  made  hut  I  knew  they  would  get  to 
Mr.  Reisnei'  now  because  it  had  been  ol)\ious  lie  bail  been  niy  assistant 
at  that  time  and  so  as  soon  as  I  knew  that  and  as  soon  as  I  knew  i[r. 
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Dean  began  to  indicate  some  reluctance  to  discuss  those  meetings  in 
the  same  terms  that  I  liad  discussed  them  at  the  grand  juij,  I  knew  the 
story  would  not  hold  up  under  a  second  investigation  by  your  com- 
mittee, which,  of  course,  had  begim  to  hold  hearings  and  also  the  grand 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  have  a  meeting  with  Mr.  Haldeman  in  January 
1973? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes ;  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  briefly  tell  us  what  the  nature  of  that  meeting 
was  and  what  was  discussed  ? 

Mr.  MAGRtJDER.  The  meeting  was  for  two  purposes.  I  was  the  director 
of  the  inaugural  at  that  time  and  was  to  discuss  future  employment 
regarding  myself  and  also  at  that  time  there  was  a  problem  regarding 
Mr.  Porter's  employment  and  I  had  made  certain  assurances,  Mr. 
Mitchell  had,  about  his  employment  and  I  wanted  to  be  sure  ]Mr.  Hal- 
deman was  aware  of  that.  And  then,  tliird,  and  I  realize  now  that  these 
were  probably  taped  convereations.  I  had  some  convei-sations  with  Mr. 
Dean  in  his  office  where  he  indicated  a  certain  lack  of  memory  to 
events,  and  I  became  rather  concerned.  He  indicated  at  one  point  that, 
wasn't  that  surpiising  how  this  plan  was  ever  put  into  operation,  and 
I  said,  "Well,  John,  surely  you  remember  the  meetings  we  attended" 
and  he  didn't  seem  to  remember  those  meetings,  and  I  said  to  myself 
something  is  going  to  happen  here  if  that  continues.  I  think  as  it  turned 
out  these  conversations  were  taped,  so  I  thought  I  had  better  see  Mr. 
Haldeman  and  tell  him  what  had  actually  happened.  I  thought  prob- 
ably that  this  was  becoming  scapegoat  time  and  maybe  I  was  going  to 
be  the  scapegoat,  and  so  I  went  to  Mr.  Haldeman  and  I  said  I  just  want 
you  to  know  that  this  whole  Watergate  situation  and  the  other  activ- 
ities was  a  concerted  effort  by  a  number  of  people,  and  so  I  went 
through  a  literal  monologue  on  what  had  occurred.  That  was  my  firet 
discussion  with  Mr.  Haldeman  where  I  laid  out  tlic  tnte  facts. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  what  day  or  date  approximately  in  Jan- 
uary that  occurred? 

Mr.  Magrcder.  It  would  have  been  before  the  inaugural  because  we 
were  still  working  on  the  inaugural  but  I  would  have  to  look  in  my 
diary  as  to  what  date  specifically. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  there  come  a  time  when  you  met  with  Mr.  Mitchell 
sometime  after  the  trial  ? 

Mr.  Magrtjder.  Yes.  Well,  the  McCord  letter  basically  activated 
great  concern  in  the  sense 

Mr.  Dash.  That  letter,  I  think  the  record  will  show,  was  March  23. 

Mr.  ML\gruder.  That  is  correct. 

jNIr.  Dash.  That  was  read  out  by  Judge  Sirica  in  the  courtroom  on 
the  sentences  on  Ma  rch  23. 

Mr.  Magruder.  That  is  correct,  and  that,  of  coui-se.  accelerated  the 
process  of  concern  on,  I  think,  all  of  the  participant  parties.  I.  on  Mon- 
day, the  25th.  went  to  see  the  two  lawyers  for  the  committee.  As  you 
arc  aware  at  this  time  I  did  not  have  my  own  counsi-1  so  I  was  do[)fnd- 
ing  on  counsel  basically  from  our  committee,  and  T  went  over  my  prob- 
lems with  thorn,  wliich  I  think  were  more  acute  at  that  time  than  the 
other  participants  and  they  agieed  that  I  had  a  serious  problem  and 
suggested  that  I  see,  retain  my  own  counsel.  I  tl^nk  tliey  then  ti'ans- 
mittcd  that  concern  of  mine  to  Mv.  Mitcliell  because  on  Tuesdav  he 
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Mr.  Dash.  And  Mr.  Haldeman  knew  that  then,  did  he  not? 

^[r.  ]\r.\GKUT)ER.  I  cannot  recall  in  my  meeting  with  him  in  January 
whether — yes,  I  am  sure  I  did  discuss  those  meetings,  yes. 

Mr.  D.vsir.  So  the  attempt  to  get  together  and  agree  on  that  meet- 
ing was  an  attempt  to  get  together  and  agree  on  at  least  from  your 
point  of  view,  would  be  the  full  story? 

Mr.  Magkudek.  That  is  correct,  Mr.  Haldeman  recommended  that 
Mr.  Dean  and  Mr.  Mitchell  and  I  meet,  which  we  did  that  afternoon. 

Mr.  Dash.  "WHiat  was  the  result  of  that  meeting? 

^Ir.  Maghuder.  I  realize  that  Mr.  Dean  had  different  opinions  then 
as  to  what  he  would  do  probably,  and  so  then  my — I  thought  that 
probably  it  was  more  appropriate  that  even  on  that  Monday  that  I 
get  separate  counsel  so  that  I  could  get  advice  independent  of  the 
individuals  who  had  participated  with  me  in  these  activities. 

Mr.  Dash.  In  other  words,  you  really  could  not  agree  at  the  meet- 
ing with  Mr.  Mitchell  and  Mr.  Dean. 

Mr.  MAGRtJDER.  Well,  it  -was  cooperative. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  was  Mr.  Dean's  position? 
^^         Mr.  Magruder.  He  would  not  indicate  a  position. 
^^         ■Mr.  Dash.  All  right.  Did  there  come  a  time  when  you  did  get 
independent  counsel? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  INIr.  Parkinson,  who  was  counsel  of  the  com- 
mittee, recommended  ]Mr.  Bierbower  and  on  that  Saturday  I  went 
to  meet  him,  he  was  out  of  the  country,  and  I  met  him  and  we  agreed, 
he  agreed  to  be  my  counsel  that  Saturday  evening. 
"^  Mr.  Dash.  Did  there  come  a  time  when  you  decided  that  you  should 
go  to  the  U.S.  attorney's  office  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  ^Vlien  did  you  go  to  the  U.S.  attorney's  office? 

Mr.  Magruder.  AVe  agreed,  they  discussed  the  things  with  the  U.S. 
attorney,  I  think  on  April  12  and  I  saw  them  informa.lly  on  April  13 
and  saw  them  formally  on  April  14  on  Saturday,  April  14. 

Mr.  Dash.  At  that  time  did  you  tell  everything  to  the  assistant  U.S. 
attorneys? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes,  I  cooperated. 

Mr.  Dash.  Who  did  you  meet  with  ? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Mr.'Silbert,  Mr.  Glanzer,  and  Mr.  Campbell. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  tell  them  everything  you  are  now  telling  this 
committee? 

Mr.  Magruder.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  have  a  meeting  afterward  with  ifr.  Ehrlichman  ? 

Sir.  JIagruder.  Yes,  Mr,  Ehrlichman  called  while  I  was  witli  the 
U.S.  attorneys  and  asked  me  would  I  come  over  and  talk  to  him  about 
the  case.  We  talked  to  the  U.S.  attorneys  and  they  agreed  as  a  courtesy 
that  we  should  and  Mr.  Bierbower  and  the  other  attorney  witli  Mr. 
Bierbower  and  I  went  to  see  Mr.  Ehrlichman  that  afternoon. 

Mr.  Dash.  Then,  according  to  that  meeting  that  you  had  with  'Mr. 
Ehrlichman,  what  happened? 

Mr.  Macrudki;.  Wo  told  him  in  rather  capsule  form  basically  what  I 
told  vou  this  morning. 

Mi-.  DA.'iH.  All  right. 

Xow.  I  liave  just  two  final  questions.  I  want  to  go  back  to  the  tune 
wlu-n  vou  canio  back  from  Califmnia  to  Washington,  putting  you  back 
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25.     On  April  2,  1973  Ronald  Ziegler  issued  a  public  statement 
criticizing  the  Senate  Select  Committee  as  being  plagued  by  irresponsible 
leaks  of  tidal  wave  proportions.   Ziegler  stated  that  the  White  House 
intended  to  cooperate  with  the  Committee  but  called  on  Senator  Ervin  to 
get  his  own  disorganized  house  in  order  so  that  the  investigation  could 
go  forward  in  a  proper  atmosphere  of  traditional  fairness  and  due  process. 
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Ervin  Insists 
Aides  Testify 
Under  Oath 

By  Bob  Woodward  and  Carl  Bernstein 

Washington  Post  Staff  Writers 

Sen.  Sam  J.  Ervin  (D-N.C.)  yesterday  rejected  a  White 
House  suggestion  that  presidential  aides  appear  inform- 
ally before  the  Watergate  investigating  committee,  obK 
serving  that  they  are  not  "royalty  or  nobility"  wha  can- 
be  excused  from  testifying  under  oath  and  in  public    ■ 

Ervin,  who  heads  the  seven-member  investigating 
coinmittee,  said  he  would  ac-'  ~ 


cept  nothing  less  than  the 
gwom  testimony  of  presiden- 
tial aides  in  public  sessions 
and  added:  "Mvine  right  went 
out  with  the  American  Revolu- 
Ition  and  doesn't  belong  to 
White  House  aides." 

n  San  Clemente,  Calif., 
presidential  Press  Secretary 
Ronald  L.  Ziegler  responded 
with  sharp  White  House  criti- 
cism of  the  Ervin  committee, 
citing  what  he  called 
"irresponsible  leaks  in  tidal 
wave  proportions"  from  the 
committee's  closed-door  ses- 
sion last  week. 


Whi 

I  pres 
I  Ron; 
I       with 


I       a  ; 

I       tioi 
1       ess 


the 

"to 


"I  would  encourage 
chairman,"  Ziegler  said 
get  his  own  disorganized 
house  in  order  so  that  the  in- 
vestigation can  go  forward  in 

proper  atmosphere  of  tradi- 
tional fairness  and  due  proc- 


Ervin  also  repeated  his 
threat  to  have  White  House 
aides  arrested  and  cited  for 
contempt  by  the  Senate  if 
they  refuse  to  respond  to  a 
subpoena.  He  gave  no  indica- 
tion when  subpoenas  for  the 
aides  might  be  issued. 

Ervin  presently  has  the 
backing  of  at  least  five  of  the 
other  six  members  of  the 
Watergate  committee  to  force 
a  showdown  with  the  White 
House  on  executive  privilege. 


!     The    clash    apparently     leftj 
jthe  Ervin  committee  and   the| 
j  White  House  more  than  ever  | 
!  at  an  impasse  over  the  Presi- 1 
'dent's    claim     that    executive! 
privilege  allows   him   to  keepl 
his   aides   from   testifying   be- 
fore Congress.   The  President  I 
Ihas-  said  he  would  welcome  a  | 
I  court      test      to       determine  j 
[whether    his    aides    could    bej 
Iforced  to  testify.  i 

I      In       other       developments  | 
I  yesterday. 

I     •  Former  White  House  aide 

j  G.  Gordon  Liddy,  described  by 

1  prosecutors  as  the   "boss"  of 

!the     Watergate    bugging,    re- 

,  fused  to  answer  "all  sutistan- 

[  tive  questions"  put  to  him  in  a 

i2Vi-hour  appearance  before  a 

[federal  grand  jury,   according 

I  to    Liddys     attorney,     Peter 

Maroulis.  Liddy  was  convicted 

at    the    Watergate     trial    and 

could  face  a  contempt  of  court 

See  WATERGATE,  A4,  CoU  1 


(498) 


A  4 


26.1     WASHINGTON  POST.   APRIL  3,    1973,   Al,   A4 

Tuesdny,  April  3. 1973       THE  VASHINGTOiY  POST 


Ervin  Won't  Accept 
Informal  Testimony 


WATERGATE,  From  Al 

citation  unless  he  cooperates 
with  the  grand  jury. 

•  Another  convicted  Water- 
gate conspirator,  James  \V, 
McCord  Jr.,  was  ordered  to 
give  a  sworn  deposition  today 
fo  attorneys  for  the  Presi- 
dent's re-election  committee  in 
pending  civil  suits  stemming 
from  the  VVatereate  buggin?. 
CVIcCord  has  voluntarily  testi- 
fied before  the  Senate  com- 
mittee, and  is  scheduled  to  ap- 
pear before  the  Hill  panel 
again  Wednesday.) 

President  Nixon  was  em- 
phatic last  month  in  stating 
that  he  would  not  allow  pres- 
ent or  former  aides  to  testify 
in  a  formal  session  of  a  con- 
gressional committee.  Without 
elaborating,  Ziegler  said  last 
Friday  that  some  informal  tes- 
timony might  be  permitted  be- 
fore the  Ervin  Committee. 

In  holding  firm  to  his  posi- 
tion that  public,  sworn  testi- 
mony is  required,  Ervin  said 
that  Mr.  Nixon's  assertion  is 
"shooting  the  so-called  execu- 
tive privilege  doctrine  way  out 
past  the  stratosphere  .  .  .  and 
a  terrible  disservice  to  the 
high  office  of  the  presidency." 


"That  is  not  executive  privi- 
lege, that  is  executive  poppy- 
cock," Ervin  said.  He  said  ex- 
ecutive privilege  does  not  ap- 
ply to  illegal  or  unethical  be- 
havior, such  as  the  Watergate 
bugging.  I 

Ervin,  a  76-year-old  former 
state  supreme  court  judge 
added,  said  in  answer  to  a 
question  at  a  morning  press 
conference,  "The  President  is 
conducting  himself  in  such  a 
way  as  to  reasonably  engender 
In  the  minds  of  people  the  be- 
lief he  is  afraid  of  the  truth." 
.  At  one  point  Ervin  criticized 
the  President's  legal  judg- 
ment. "I  am  going  to  suggest 
that  Dulce  Law  School  give 
him  a  refresher  course,"  Ervin 
said.  President  Nixon  gradu- 
ated' from  Duke  law  .school, 
which  is  in  Ervin's  home  state 
of  North  Carolina.  (During  a 
March  15  press  conference, 
the  President  called  Ervin  a 
"great  constitutional  lawyer.") 
Ervin  continued;  "If  all  the 
allegations  (about  Watergate 
and  other  political  espionage) 
are  true,  we  have  to  consider 
this  was  an  assault  on  the  in- 
tegrity   of     the    process     by 


which    the    President    of   the 
United  States  is  chosen. 

"Every,  person — be  he  Re-i 
publican  or  Democrat  or  Mug-' 
wump — should  cooperate  with: 
the  committee  to- try  to  deter-| 
mine  the  truth  of  these  allega-i 
tions."  I 

Ziegler's  reference  to  "leaks  i 
of  tidal  wave  proportions"! 
from  the  Ervin  committee  was! 
an  apparent  reference  to  wide-! 
spread  news  reports  of  4Vi 
hours  of  sworn,  closed-door 
testimony  by  convicted  Water- 
gate conspirator  McCord  last 
week. 

According  to  Senate 
sources,  McCord  testified  that 
he  had  been  told  that  some  of 
the  President's  top  White 
House  and  campaign  aides  had 
advance  knowledge  of  the  bug- 
ging  operation. 

Ziegier  also  said  yesterday: 
We've  always  said  that  we 
stand  ready  to  cooperate  and 
to  work  out  a  procedure  with 
the  (Watergate)  committee 
which  we  do  not  feel  infringes 
on  the  doctrine  of  separation 
of  powers  . .  .  and  it  is  time  to 
bring  this  entire  procedure 
back  into  the  framework  of  or- 
derliness, fairness  and  respect 
for  the  rights  of  individuals, 
and  no  press  conference  state- 
ment, no  TV  appearance  com- 
ment, and  no  use  of  overstated 
-hetoric  is  going  to  do  this." 

un  a  Sunday  television 
show,  Sen.  Lowell  P.  Weicker 
(RConn.),  a  member  of  Water- 
gate committee,  charged  that 
White  House  chief  of  staff  H. 
H.   (Bob)  Haldeman    probably 
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had  knowledge  of  an  overall 
espionage  operation  run  by 
the  President's  re-«lectioa 
committee. 

Weicker  said  that  It  la 
"absolutely  necessary  that  Mr. 
Haldeman  testify  before  the 
select  committee"  to  explain 
his  role. 

Weicker  also  said  that  nine 
Republican  and  Democratic 
critics  of  the  Nixon  adminis- 
tration on  Capitol  Hill  had 
their  offices  placed  under  sur- 
I  veillance  last  year  by  the  Pre>- 
ildent's  re-election  committe 

One  o£  those  critics.  Hep. 
Shirley  Chlsholm  (D-N.Y.),  yes- 
terday caUed  the  aUeged  svir- 
veillance  "shocking,  inane, 
and  one  of  the  foulest  acts  of 
man." 


In  what  she  described  as  "a 
rare  display  of  bipartisan  con- 
cessional activity."  Mrs. 
ChlshoUn  said  that  she  was 
lending  a  member  of  her  staff 
to  Sen.  Weicker  to  assist  him 
in  his  Investigation  of  the 
Watersiate  espionage. 

In  U.S  District  Court  yes- 
terday. Judge  Charles  R.  Ri- 
chey  ordered  McCord  to  ap- 
pear for  a  deposition  hearing 
today  before  lawyers  for. his ■ 
former  employer,  the  Commit-j 
tee  for  the  Re-election  of  the| 
President.  Last  week,  the  com-  j 
mittee  subpoenaed  McCord,  | 
its  former  security  coordina-| 
tor,  as  a  witness  in  a  civil  suits' 
arising  from  the  June  17  bug- 
ging of  Democratic  headquar- 
ters. 

Kenneth  W.  Parkinson,  at- 
torney for  the  committee,  said 


that  the  news -reports  of  Mc- 
Cord's  testimony.'  had  been 
"highly  damaging"  and  dted 
them  as  a  primary  factor  in 
the  committee's  desire  to 
question  McCord.  "*"•- 

"It's  all  coming  out,"  said 
Parkinson.  I  think  it's  coming 
from  the  Senate,  from  sena- 
tors and  may  be  coming  from 
McCord's  counsel,  Mr. 
(Bernard)  FensterwalcT.  Thein- 
formatlon  Is  getting  out.  It's 
time  we  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  find  out  what  is  on 
McCord's  mind,  what  is  moti- 
vating him  to  make  these 
kinds    of     outrageous     state- 


ments involving  Innocent  per- 
sons." 

When  Nicholas  McConnell, 
an  associate  of  Parkinson, 
sought  to  introduce  29  pages 
of  newspaper  articles  as  evi- 
dence to  ■  support  the  point. 
Judge  Richey  interrupted: 
"What  do  leaks  have  to  do 
with  whether  a  deposition 
ought  to  be  taken  tomorrow?" 

EHscovering  the  sources  of 
news  reports,  MfcConnell  re- 
sponded, "would  be  one  of  the 
points  we'd  be  interested. in." 
At  that  moment,  Parkinson, 
who  last  month  subpoenaed  10 
reporters  and  news  executives 


to  appear  for  questioning  and 
produce  their  notes  in\  the 
same  civil  suit,  rushed  to  the 
courtroom  lectern  and  told 
Richey:  "We're  not  interested 
in  running  down  sources."  Mc-| 
Connell  later  told  a  reporter: 
he  had  made  "a  missta'tement" 
about  his  intentions. 

Although  McCord  was  or- 
dered to  appear  foe  question- 
ing at  10  a.m.,  his  attorneys 
told  Judge  Rickey  that  he 
would  refuse  to  answer  ques- 
tions on  Ftfth-.Amendment 
grounds  until  the-  government 
grants  him  immunity  from 
further  prosecution.  I 
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26.     On  April  4,  1973  Dean  told  Haldeman  that  his  lawyers  had  met 
privately  with  the  prosecutors. 
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From  April  1  to  7,  I  was  in  San  Clemente  with  the  President. 
Despite  Mr.  Dean's  statement  that  during  that  i)eriod  he,  under  advice 
of  counsel,  endeavored  to  avoid  any  contact  with  Ilakleman.  Ehrlich- 
man,  or  Mitchell — we  talked  on  the  phone  daily.  The  main  problem  he 
seemed  to  have  during  that  period  was  the  continuinji  one  with 
Mitchell  regarding  the  discrepancy  on  the  number  of  meetings. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  Dean  hired  a  lawyer,  Mr.  Shaffer,  about 
^[arch  30.  He  had  indicated  earlier  that  he  might  do  this  so  he — and, 
through  him,  the  President — could  consult  an  attorney  familiar  with 
criminal  law  on  the  implications  of  some  of  the  concerns  Dean  was 
developing.  He  told  me  that  his  lawyer  had  told  him  he  should  not 
write  anything  down  about  the  Watergate  case  and,  if  he  had  written 
anything  down,  he  should  not  show  it  to  anyone  and  he  should  not  talk 
to  JNIitchell  or  Magruder.  He  did  not  mention  to  me  that  his  lawyer 
had  told  him  not  to  talk  to  me  or  Ehrlichman  and  he  did,  in  fact,  con- 
tinue to  talk — to  me,  at  least. 

He  told  me  his  lawyers  had  met  privately  with  the  U.S.  attorneys 
on  April  4.  He  told  me  again  on  April  7  that  his  lawyers  had  met  with 
tlie  U.S.  attorneys  on  April  6.  This  despite  the  fact  that  in  his  testi- 
mony he  has  said  that  his  lawyers  were  meeting  with  the  prosecutors 
but  this  was  unknown  to  Haldeman  or  Ehrlichman. 

He  further  said  that  the  U.S.  attorneys  had  told  his  lawyers — and 
he  believed  that  this  was  the  straight  information  because  this  was  an 
eyeball-to-eyeball  meeting — that  the  U.S.  attoi-neys  were  only  inter- 
ested in  the  pre-June  17  facts.  They  had  no  concern  with  post-June  17. 
They  only  wanted  Dean  as  a  witness.  They  did  not  consider  him  a 
target  of  their  investigation.  They  did  not  consider  Haldeman  as  a 
target  and  probably  would  not  even  call  him  as  a  witness.  Liddy  had 
told  them  everything  but  his  lawyei-s  didn't  know  it;  and  Liddy  com- 
pletely cleared  the  White  House;  that  is.  in  telling  them  everything, 
Liddy  had  confirmed  that  nobody  in  the  White  House  had  had  any 
involv'ement. 

We  returned  to  Washington  on  April  8.  During  that  week  Ehrlich- 
man continued  his  investigation — and  on  Saturday  the  1-lth  reported 
his  conclusions  to  the  President  in  the  form  of  a  verbal  statement  of 
his  theory  of  the  case  based  on  all  of  the  information  he  had  ac(iuired — • 
still,  of  necessity,  mostly  by  hearsay. 

There  were  several  meetings  with  Dean  that  week  and  I  recall  a 
continuing  concern  on  Dean's  part  regarding  the  discrepancy  with 
Mitchell  and  the  planning  meetings.  I  don't  recall  any  major  changes 
in  Dean's  view  of  the  facts  from  what  he  had  reported  on  the  phone 
earlier. 

By  the  end  of  the  week  both  Dean  and  Ehrlichman  had  come  to  the 
view  that  Mitchell  had  ajiproved  the  Watergate  plan  and  there  was 
some  discussion  that,  if  that  were  tlie  fact,  and  if  Mitchell  decided 
to  stej)  forward  and  say  so,  it  would  be  a  major  step  in  clearing  up  the 
Watergate  mystery.  This  was  not  discussed  in  any  context  of  asking 
Mitchell  to  do  this  as  a  scap.goat  or  to  divert  attention  from  othei-s — 
but  as  a  major  stop  in  bringing  out  the  truth. 

Over  the  weekend,  both  ^lagruder  .•uid  Dean  met  with  the  U.S. 
attorneys  in  pri\ate  sessions  and  gave  their  full  accounts  of  the  Water- 
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27.     On  April  5,  1973  L.  Patrick  Gray  called  the  President  and 
requested  that  his  nomination  as  permanent  Director  of  the  FBI  be  with- 
drawn.  According  to  Gray,  the  President  told  him  that  this  was  a 
bitter  thing  to  have  happened  to  Gray  and  there  would  be  a  place  for 
Gray  in  the  Nixon  administration.  The  President  informed  Gray  that 
he  wanted  him  to  serve  as  Acting  FBI  Director  until  a  successor  was 
confirmed.   In  a  public  statement  issued  by  the  President  on  April  5, 
1973  announcing  the  withdrawal  of  Gray's  name,  the  President  praised 
Gray  and  stated  that  hia  compliance  with  Dean's  completely  proper 
and  necessary  request  for  FBI  reports  exposed  Gray  to  totally  unfair 
innuendo  and  suspicion. 
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year  I  had  in  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  of  any  tendency 
toward  a  national  police  force,  I  saw  just  the  opposite. 

Senator  Bakf.r.  Well,  Mr.  Gray,  I  think  that  is  very  helpful  and 
I  am  sure  we  will  have  an  opportunity  to  discuss  that  both  in  the 
public  forum  and  private  conversations  as  legislators  in  the  future,  but 
I  think  your  suggestions  are  well  taken  and  I  think  they  will  in  fact 
be  taken  into  account. 

Thank  you,  sir. 

Senator  Ervix.  Senator  Weicker. 

Senator  Weickzr.  Now,  ISIr.  Gray,  this  is  the  end  so  far  as  my 
questioning  is  concerned,  but  there  is  one  loose  end  I  think  I  want  to 
pursue. 

This  morning  I  read  to  you  the  President's  statement  of  April  30 
wherein  he  says : 

As  a  result  on  March  21  I  personally  assumed  the  responsibility  for  coordinat- 
ing intensive  new  inquiries  into  the  matter  and  I  personally  ordered  those  con- 
ducting the  investigations  to  get  all  of  the  facts  and  to  report  them  directly 
to  me  right  here  in  this  office. 

I  asked  you  whether  or  not  you  had  received  such  an  order  from 
the  President  at  that  time  and  you  indicated  "No." 

Mr.  Gray.  That  is  correct,  Senator  Weicker. 

Senator  Weicker.  Now,  just  so  if  any  responses  come  in  the  future 
from  various  and  sundry  parties  that  we  put  them  in  the  proper  con- 
text, it  could  be  interpreted  the  reason  why  30U  received  no  such  order 
was  a  lack  of  confidence  in  you.  It  could  be  interpreted  that  way.  I  am 
not  saying  that  is  the  case  but  it  could  be  interpreted  that  way. 

Do  you  have  any  knowledge  that  there  was  a  lack  of  confidence,  a 
lack  of  faith  in  you  at  this  time,  March  '21,  on  the  part  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  Gr^vy.  No,  sir.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  received  a  call  from  the 
President  on  Marcii  23  wherein,  among  other  things,  ho  told  me  there 
would  always  be  a  place  for  me  in  the  Nixon  administration. 
""  Senator  AVeicker.  Now,  I  would  like  to  get  to  the  one  lost  end  here. 
You  had  another  conversation  with  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
as  I  understand  it,  on  April  5.  Could  you  recount  to  this  committee 
the  nature  of  that  phone  conversation? 

In  ordei-  that  we  might  shorten  up  here,  as  I  understand  it,  on  April 
4.  it  was  suggested  to  you,  and  you  may  want  to  make  further  comment, 
}ou  withdrew  your  nomination  on  that  day  or  the  next  day.  On  April 
o,  it  was  indicated  to  you  by  the  Attorney  General,  Mr.  Kleindienst, 
that  you  woulfl  be  allowed  to  withdraw  your  name  and  that  the  "White 
House  was  expecting  a  call.  So  witli  that  background,  if  you  want  to 
add  to  that  background,  please  do. 

Mr.  Gr^vy.  I  called  the  President  that  evening  after  I  had  met  with 
the  assistant  directors  of  the  FBI  at  r>  p.m.,  to  tell  them  I  was  going 
to  reqtiost  the  President  to  withdraw  my  n6inination.  And  I  called  the 
President  and  I  told  him  that  it  was  obvious  that  I  did  not  have  the 
votes  and  that  the  nomination  would  not  come  out  of  the  committee 
anil  I  thousrht  that  the  best  tiling  that  I  co\ild  do  would  be  to  request 
hin\  to  withdi-aw  my  nomination  and  he  told  me  that  this  was  a.  and 
these  are  not  his  exact  words,  T  know  that,  but  the  thought  is  here, 
that  this  was  a  bitter  thing  to  have  happened  to  me.  there  will  be  an- 
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other  time  to  light  our  eiienues,  and  he  again  said,  "1  am  quite  positive 
there  will  be  a  place  for  you  in  the  JN'ixon  adjuinistratiou,"'  and  i  be- 
lieve that  1  read  to  him  my  letter  requesting  that  my  nomination  be 
withdrawn  in  which  1  said  to  him  that  1  would  be  perfectly  willing 
to  serve  should  it  be  liis  desire  until  my  successor  would  be  named  and 
coiitirmed  and  tlie  President  said  to  me,  "i  will  want  you  to  do  just 
tliat."  And  1  did;  I  remained  there  until  April  2(5,  April  27,  actually. 

Senator  ^VEICKEK.  So  that  at  least  insofar  as  up  to  April  5  was  cou- 
cerued  you  had  firsthand  knowledge  expressed,  firsthand  knowledge 
oi  tlie  President's  confidence  in  you  insofar  as  the  President  himself 
expressed  it  to  you  I 

Mr.  Gray.  \es,  sir;  because  I  am  quite  certain  I  read  to  him  that 
paragraph  in  my  letter  where  1  said  1  would  remain  "should  you  desire 
until  a  successor  is  nominated  and  confirmed." 

Senator  Weicker.  iNow,  lastly,  ^Mr.  Gray,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
this  trail  started  with  a  phone  call  to  me  from  you  on  April  17  in  the 
morning  around  9  o'clock,  where  you  indicated  that  the  lid  was  going 
to  blow  otf — and  starting  at  that  moment  in  time  through  our  meetings 
on  tlie  25th,  26th,  and  subsequent  days,  slowly  but  surely  you  told  a 
complete  story  to  me,  to  the  committee  staff,  and  to  the  committee  and 
I  believe  liere  to  tliis  committee  today. 

And  probably  nobody  has  more  right  to  wonder  why  the  story  was 
so  slow  in  coming,  ana  in  some  instances  was  incorrect,  than  1  have 
because  you  told  it  to  me  fii-st.  But  1  think  at  least  I  would  like  to  go 
on  record  in  saying  that  at  each  point  along  the  way  more  truth  came 
from  you,  earlier,  even  though  it  might  not  have  been  the  whole  truth, 
more  truth  came  out  earlier  than  from  any  other  pei-son  that  I  en- 
countered in  this  town.  I  think  a  good  example  of  that,  because  I  do 
want  to  try  to  relate  something  in  the  peoples'  mind  that  happened 
right  here  before  tliis  committee.  AVe  all  talk  about  the  July  6  plione 
convei-sation  with  the  President.  I  remember  hearing  that  at  7 :30  in 
the  morning  on  the  morning  of  May  10.  General  AValters,  of  course, 
gave  it  in  testimony  before,  I  believe,  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
on  May  IS.  The  first  we  learned  from  the  President  was  on  ilay  22.  I 
just  use  that  as  a  simple  example  to  the  many  matters  that  you  and  I 
discussed. 

So  certainly,  I  for  one,  am  deeply  appreciative  of  what  must  liave 
been  a  very  difficult  role  and  nobody  is  exonerating  anybody  else,  and 
you  have  admitted  to  tliis  committee  youreelf  as  to  the  burdens  that 
you  liave  to  bear.  But  at  least,  as  an  end  to  my  particular  question- 
ing, I  notice  that  a  minute  ago  you  commented  maybe  the  agents  were 
overawed  by  those  they  had  to  go  ahead  and  interview.  Of  coui-se, 
I  suppose  my  question  to  you,  Pat,  is;  were  you  overawed  by  the  men, 
the  institution  of  Government  that  you  worked  for  ? 

Mr.  Gray.  I  do  not  know  that  I  was  overawed  but  I  certainly  had  a 
very — well,  tlie  only  way  to  classify  it — deep  and  abiding  respect  built 
up  over  the  years  for  the  Office  of  the  Presidency  and  knowing  and 
feeling  in  my  own  miud  tluit  no  matter  who  comes  into  that  Office  lie 
always  rises  to  tlie  burdens  of  that  Office  and  that  the  individuals  in 
it,  in  my  judgment  and  in  my  book,  ha\e  always  been  above  and  beyond 
rei)ioach  and  perhaps  with  that  in  mind,  Senator  Weicker.  you  could 
say  yes,  that  I  was  overawed,  but  I  believed  and  I  trusted  and  I  think 
I  had  every  reason  to  believe  and  to  trust  and  at  no  time  did  I  ever 
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From  April  to  September  1970,  Mr.  Bomar  was  a  part- 
ner in  the  Encino,  Calif.,  real  estate  consulting  firm  of 
Armiir  Associates.  He  was  vice  president  of  the  Larwin 
Group,  Inc.,  a  real  estate  development  and  financial  firm 
in  Beverly  Hills,  Calif.,  from  1967  to  1970.  From  1961 
to  1967,  he  was  with  the  Security  Pacific  National  Bank 
in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  where  he  was  assistant  vice  presi- 
dent and  commercial  and  real  estate  lending  officer. 

He  was  bom  in  Sherman,  Tex.,  on  July  16,  1937.  Mr. 
Bomar  attended  Glendale  College  and  received  his  B.S. 
from  California  State  University  at  Northridge  in  1960 
and  hb  M.B.A.  from  the  University  of  California  at  Los 
Angeles  in  1961. 

Mr.  Bomar  is  married  and  has  two  children.  The 
Bomars  reside  in  Potomac,  Md. 

note:  The  announcement  was  released  at  San  Clemente,  Calif. 


Boards  of  Visitors  to  the 
Service  Academies 

Announcement  of  Appointment  of  Six  Members 
of  the  Boards  of  Visitors.     April  5,  1973 

The  President  today  announced  the  appointment  of 
six  persons  to  be  members  of  the  Boards  of  Visitors  to  the 
Ser^'ice  Academies,  for  terms  expiring  December  30,  1 975. 
Board  of  Visitors  to  the  U.S.  Air  Force  Academy 

Brig.  Gen.  Robert  F.  McDermott  (USAF,  Ret.),  of  San  Antonio, 
Tex.,  president.  United  Services  Automobile  Association,  and 
permanent  dean  of  faculty,  U.S.  Air  Force  Academy.  He  suc- 
ceeds Kenneth  Dahlberg,  whose  term  has  expired. 

Churchill  T.  Williams,  of  Oelwein,  Iowa,  president,  Oelwein 
State  Bank.  He  succeeds  James  Reynolds,  whose  term  has 
expired. 

Board  of  Visitors  to  the  U.S.  Naval  Academy 

Lt.  Gen.  Victor  H.  Krulak  (USMC,  Ret.),  of  San  Diego,  Calif., 

vice  president,  Copley  News  Service.  He  succeeds  H.  Ross  Perot, 

whose  term  has  expired. 
Adm.  Harry  D.  Felt  (USN,  Ret),  of  Honolulu,  Hawaii,  business 

consultant.    He    succeeds    John    McMuUen,    whose    term    has 

expired. 

Board  of  Visitors  to  the  U.S.  Military  Academy 

Gen.  Leif  J.  Sverdrup  (US.\,  Ret.) ,  of  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  senior  part- 
ner, Sverdrup  &  Parcel,  and  president,  Sverdrup  &  Parcel  Over- 
seas, Inc.  General  Sverdrup  is  being  reappointed, 

Maj.  Gen.  George  Olmsted  {US.\R,  Ret.),  of  Arlington,  Va., 
chairman  and  president.  International  Bank  of  Washington.  He 
succeeds  Louis  Vincenti,  whose  term  has  expired. 

The  purpose  of  the  boards  is  to  inquire  into  the  morale 
and  discipline,  the  curriculum,  instruction,  physical 
equipment,  fiscal  affair?,  academic  methods,  and  any 
other  matters  relating  to  the  .Academies  which  they  choose 
to  consider.  .All  three  boards  consist  of  six  members  serving 
terms  of  3  years. 

note:  The  announcement  was  released  at  San  Clemente,  Calif. 


Director  of  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation 

Statement  by  the  President  on  His  Intention  To 
Withdraw  the  f\'omination  of  L.  Patrick  Gray  III, 
foTMr.  Cray's  Request.     April  5,  1973 

Pat  Gray  is  an  able,  honest,  and  dedicated  American. 

Because  I  asked  my  counsel,  John  Dean,  to  conduct 
a  thorough  investigation  of  alleged  involvement  in  the 
Watergate  episode.  Director  Gray  was  asked  to  make  FBI 
reports  available  to  Mr.  Dean.  His  compliance  with  this 
completely  proper  and  necessary  request  exposed  Mr. 
Gray  to  totally  unfair  innuendo  and  suspicion,  and 
thereby  seriously  tarnished  his  fine  record  as  Acting  Direc- 
tor and  promising  future  at  the  Bureau. 

In  view  of  the  action  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Commit- 
tee today,  it  is  obvious  that  Mr.  Gray's  nomination  will 
not  be  confirmed  by  the  Senate.  Mr.  Gray  has  asked  that 
I  vrithdraw  his  nomination.  In  fairness  to  Mr.  Gray,  and 
out  of  my  o\erriding  concern  for  the  effective  conduct 
of  the  vitally  imjxirtant  business  of  the  FBI,  I  have  re- 
gretfully agreed  to  withdraw  Mr.  Gray's  nomination. 

I  have  asked  Mr.  Gray  to  remain  Acting  Director  until 
a  new  nominee  is  confirmed. 

note:  The  statement  was  released  at  San  Clemente,  Calif. 
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Digest  of  Other 
White  House  Announcements 

Following  is  a  listing  of  items  of  general  interest  which 
were  announced  to  the  press  during  the  period  covered 
by  this  issue  but  which  are  not  carried  elsewhere  in  the 
issue.  Appointments  requiring  Senate  approval  are  not 
included  since  they  appear  in  the  list  of  nominations 
submitted  to  the  Senate,  below. 

March  31 

The  President  and  Mrs.  Nkon  attended  the  wedding  of 
Cheri  Fisher  and  Richard  Ryan  in  Van  Nuys,  Calif. 
Mr.  Ryan  is  Mrs.  Nixon's  nephew. 

The  President  today  accepted  with  regret  the  resigna- 
tion of  Vice  .\dm.  John  M.  Lee  as  Assistant  Director  of 
the    United    States    Arms    Control    and    Disarmament 
Agency,  efifective  -April  1,  1973. 
April  2 

The  President  and  Mrs.  Nixon  hosted  a  dinner  at  their 
residence  in  San  Clemente  for  South  Vietnamese  Presi- 
dent Nguyen  Van  Thieu  and  Mrs.  Thieu. 
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28.     On  April  5,  1973  John  Ehrlichman  met  in  San  Clemente,  California 
with  Paul  O'Brien.  According  to  Ehrlichman,  O'Brien  had  asked  to  meet 
with  H.  R.  Haldeman  to  transmit  some  information  to  the  President. 
According  to  Ehrlichman' s  testimony  and  notes,  O'Brien  told  him  that 
he  had  obtained  information  from  Jeb  Magruder  and  others  concerning, 
among  other  things,  Magruder 's  and  Mitchell's  involvement  in  meetings 
In  which  the  Liddy  Plan  for  electronic  surveillance  with  a  budget  of 
$100,000  to  $250,000  was  outlined;  Magruder 's  testimony  concerning  the 
number  of  meetings  among  John  Mitchell,  Gordon  Llddy,  John  Dean  and 
Magruder;  Magruder' s  claim  that  Charles  Colson  called  him  urging  that 
the  program  go  forward;  Magruder 's  claim  that  Gordon  Strachan  came  to 
him  and  said  the  President  wants  this  project  to  go  on;  payments  that 
had  been  made  to  the  defendants  and  their  attorneys;  and  possible 
offers  or  commitments  regarding  executive  clemency  to  Llddy,  Howard 
Hunt  and  James  McCord.  O'Brien  told  Ehrlichman  that  neither  Magruder 
nor  Mitchell  were  inevitably  hung  and  that  Dean  was  the  key  problem. 
Ehrlichman' s  notes  also  state  "must  close  ranks,"  "JNM  will  tough  it 
out,"  "H  must  bring  Jeb  up  short"  and,  written  below  "Jeb,"  "shut  up" 
and  "stop  seeing  people."  After  this  meeting  Ehrlichman  met  with  the 
President.  Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  he  reported  to  the  President 
after  he  had  talked  to  O'Brien. 
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28.1     JOHN  EHRLICHMAN  LOG,   APRIL  S.    1973 


/    THURSDAY,    APRIL,  5,    1973 


[8-10:30  Paul  0'3rien 

li-'^«lll3ClTZi::Siiider.t 
3:00 _____P-redidant 

4:00  Judge  Matthew  Byrne 

/   FRIDAY,   APRIL  6,    1973 

10:30  Babe  Rebozo 

11:00  President 

1 1 :30 Herb  Kalmbach  (parking  lot  of  Bank  of  Amaricc, 

San  Clemente) 
1:00  Ted  Ashley  (Warner  Brothers) 

1:15-1:45 President 

1:4%. 00 §^,s^:gr^binch  with  Ashley 

7:00  Baseball  game  with  the  President  -Anaiieim. 

/    SUNDAY.    APRIL  8,    1973 

8:30  Helicopter  from  Palomar 

9:00  Depart  El  Toro  _  „^       _,        .^      ^,^. 

A   in                            A       •        A    J                          2j00  -  President  (Air  Fores  One) 
4:30  Arrive  Andrews  —  wuc/ 

5-7         ,  HRH,    John  Dean 
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MONDAY.  APRIL  9,    1973 

10:30  Secretary  Shultz'  office  -  Stein,   Ash,    Flanigan 

12:30  Lunch  with  ATt/  -  at  Justice 

Z-2:45 Exesident 

6:30  Blair  House  -  Senators  Ervin,    Baker 

TUESDAY,   APRIL  10,    1973 

8:30  Bipartisan  Leadership 

10:15  Len  Garment,    Zieglar 

11:15 Ziegler,    HRH_ 

12:45-2     President 

2:20  Mr.    Luce  (Con  Ed),    Marshall  McDonald  (Florida  power 

and  Lii'ht) 

3:00 HRH 

3:15  Joined  by  Dean 


j^en  ^-arnient 
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28.2.   JOHN  EHRLICKMM  TESTIMONY,   JULY  27,    2973,    7  SSC  2729-36^    2751 

FKIDAY,  XOXY  27,   1973 

U.S.  Seistate, 
Select  CoinrrrTEE  ox 
Presxcential  Campaign  AcTi\TnE3, 

Washington,  D.C. 

The  Select  Committee  met,  pursuant  to  recess,  ati  10 :05  a.m.,  in 
room  -318,  Russell  Senate  Office  Building,  Senator  Sam  J.  Ervin,  Jr. 
(chairman),  presiding. 

Present:  Senators  Ervin,  Talmadge,  Inouye,  Montoya,  Baker, 
Gumey,  and  Weicker. 

Also  present:  Samuel  Dash,  chief  counsel  and  staff  director;  Fred 
D.  Thompson,  minority  counsel;  Rufus  L.  Edmisten,  deputy  chief 
counsel:  Arthur  S.  Jliller,  chief  consultant;  Jed  Johnson,  consultant; 
David  jr.  Dorsen,  James  Hamilton,  and  Terry  F.  Lenzner,  assistant 
chief  counsels;  R.  Phillip  Haire.  Marc  Lackri'tz,  William  T.  Mayton, 
Ronald  D.  Rotunda,  and  Barry  Schochet,  assistant  maiority  counsels; 
Eugene  Boyce,  hearings  record  counsel ;  Donald  G.  Sanders,  deputy 
minority  counsel;  Howard  S.  Liebengood,  H.  "William  Shure,  anii 
Robert  Silverstein,  assistant  minority  counsels;  Pauline  O.  Dement, 
research  assistant;  Eiler  Ravnholt,  office  of  Senator  Inouye;  Robert 
Baca,  office  of  Senator  Montoya ;  Ron  INIcilahan,  assistant  to  Senator 
Baker;  A.  Searle  Field,  assistant  to  Senator  Weicker;  John  Walz, 
publications  clerk. 

Senator  Ervix.  Senator  Inouye,  vvill  you  resume  your  examination 
of  the  witness. 

Senator  Ixoute.  Thank  you  very  much. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman,  when  we  recessed  yesterday  we  were  discussing 
your  interviews  as  part  of  the  inquiry  made  in  behalf  of  the  President, 
and  in  response  to  one  of  my  questions  you  indicated  that  you  had  dis- 
cussed or  talked  with  Mr.  O'Brien,  Mr.  Kalmbach,  Mr"  Dean,  Mr. 
Mitchell,  and  again  with  Mr.  Strachan,  and  you  have  indicated  that 
vou  had  maintained  interview  notes. 
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Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Of  some  of  those.  Senator,  and  T  neglected  to 
say  I  also  talked  to  Mr.  Krogh  because  of  something  that  came  up  in 
the  course  of  these  interviews  that  I  wanted  to  inquire  about,  so  he 
would  be  an  additional  individual  that  I  talked  to. 

Senator  Ixottye.  We  have  no  notes  on  Mr.  Kalmbach.  Jfr.  Dean.  Mr. 
Mitchell,  and  ifr.  Strachan.  Is  there  anv  reason  for  this? 

Jlr.  EHRLTCHsrAX.  You  should  have.  There  are  notes  for  Strachan 
and  Dean.  There  are  no  notes  for  mv  talk  with  either — for  mv  talk 
with  ifr.  Kalmbach.  We  did  turn  over  to  the  committee  staff  the 
transcript  of  mv  interview  with  Mr.  Mitchell  which  is  a  verv-.  very 
poor  one.  It  is  not  very  helpful.  It  is  very  sketchy. 
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Senator  iNOtrrE.  Mr.  Dash,  do  we  have  the  copies  of  the  Kalmbach, 
Dean,  Mitchell,  and  Strachan 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  There  are  no  Kalmbach  notes,  Senator.  There  are 
Dean  and  Strachan  notes.  The  notes  that  I  have  here  are  O'Brien. 
Dean,  Colson,  Magruder,  and  Strachan. 

Mr.  Dash.  Senator  Inouye,  whatever  you  have,  is  what  we  received. 
In  other  words,  that  was  intact,  delivered  to  us  in  that  form,  and  we 
have  no  other  notes. 

Senator  Ervix.  Let  the  reporter  assign  it  the  appropriate  exhibit 
number. 

[The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  No.  98.*] 

Senator  Inoctye.  Then  we  have  here,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  one  Strachan 
and  you  had  two  Strachan  meetings. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman'.  There  are  only  notes  for  one. 

Senator  Ixotttt,.  We  have  a  Reisner  meeting. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  No.  I  think  that  is  actually  the — ^that  is  the  Dean 
meeting,  J.  D.  is  up  in  the  corner  of  it.  That  is  the  Dean  meeting  on 
April  13  at  3  p.m. 

Senator  Inottte.  Then,  we  have  an  O'Brien  meeting. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes. 

Senator  Inottte.  And  Colson  and  Shapiro. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Right. 

Senator  Inottte.  And  Magruder. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Correct.  That  is  it. 

Senator  Inottte.  "We  have  no  Mitchell. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  No;  you  have  the  transcription  of  two  tapes, 
Mitchell  and  Magruder,  that  are  both  very,  very  hard  to  read,  hard  to 
understand  because  the  tapes  are  hard  to  imderstand.  You  also  have 
the  tapes  themselves,  and  they  are  for  whatever  they  are  worth.  I  do 
not  think  you  can  make  much  from  them. 

Senator  Inottte.  I  received  these  notes  early  this  morning,  Mr. 
Ehrlichman,  and  I  must  confess  that  I  find  it  very  difficult  to  under- 
stahd  your  hieroglyphics  here. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Sure,  right. 

Senator  Inottte.  So,  if  I  may  ask  you,  whenever  the  initial  "H" 
appears,  is  that  for  Mr.  Haldeman  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Not  necessarily.  You  would  have  to  take  it  in  the 
context.  Senator,  that  could  also  be  Hunt  in  some  cases  here,  although 
I  used  the  double  "H"  for  Hunt  on  ocx^asion. 

Senator  Inottte.  JNM  is  John  Mitchell  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Inottte.  And  JSM  is  Magruder? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Inottte.  L  or  LD  or  LID  is  Liddy  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  "Well,  LID  is  certainly  Liddy,  and  I  do  not  re- 
call—yes, I  have  used  L  also  for  Liddv  in  the  Magnider  notes. 

Senator  Inottte.  And  K  or  EK  for  KiX)gh  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  believe  so,  yes. 

Senator  iNorrE.  And  CC  for  Colson  ? 

^Tr.  EiiRLiniMAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Inottte.  Now,  there  is  a  Greek  srmbol,  the  symbol  pi.  who 
is  that  ? 
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Mr.  Ehrlichman.  That  is  the  President. 

Senator  Inoxjyk.  That  is  the  President  of  the  United  States? 
riauehter.] 

It  we  may,  may  we  begin  with  your  meeting  with  ilr.  O'Brien? 

Mr.  Ehblichilvn.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  IxotrrE.  At  San  Clemente. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Right, 
i      Senator  Inotite.  Please  tell  us  what  transpired. 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  All  right,  sir.  The  circumstances  of  this  meet- 
ing were  that  Mr.  O'Brien  indicated  that  he  had  some  information 
that  he  felt  the  President  should  have.  He  called  and  asked  for  an 
appointment  with  Mr.  Haldeman.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  i  or  5 
days  previously  the  President  had  asked  me  to  get  into  this,  he  was 
referred  to  me.  We  met  in  my  office  at  San  Clemente,  and  he  began 
to  tell  me  about  what  he  believed  would  be  Mr.  Magmder's  testimony — 
ok,  in  the  upper  right  comer  you  will  see  that  he  told  me  that  the  pur- 
pose of  his  being  on  the  coast  was  to  see  Herb  Kulmbach  in  connection 
with  some  of  the  civil  litigation  which  Sir.  O'Brien  was  handling  for 
the  Committee  To  Re-Elect. 

Senator  Inottte.  And  this  happened  on  April  5  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  April  5  at  10  in  the  morning;  yes,  sir. 
-  ■  He  said  that  there  had  been  four  meetings  which  led  up  to  the 
Watergate  break-in,  and  you  will  see  the  meetings  were  referred  to 
by  numbers  with  circles  around  them.  We  start  with  No.  1,  which  is 
actually  the  fourth  one  that  he  described  to  me,  which  was  a  meeting 
between  Liddy,  Dean,  and  Mitchell  in  the  Attorney  General's  office 
in  November.  He  said  that  Mr.  Mitchell 

Senator  iNorrrE.  November  of  what  year,  sir  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  That  would  have  been  1971.  That  was  a  meeting 
which  Mr.  Mitchell  apparently  did  not  recall,  which  was  held  for  the 
purpose  of  Mr.  Dean  introducinc  Lidd  v  to  Mitchell. 

The  second  meeting  appears  in  the  date  notebooks  of  various  parties, 
and  that  was  a  meeting  between  Dean,  Liddy,  and  Magruder  for  the 
o  purpose  of  introducing  Liddv  to  Magruder,  and  that  was  held  on 
January  27, 1972. 

There  was  a  subsequent  meeting  on  Febmary  4  involving  Dean, 
Liddv.  Magruder,  and  Mitchell.  He  said  that  the  third  meeting  was 
"canceled."  that  is  to  say,  the  parties  agreed  that  it  would  be  described 
as  a  meeting  that  had  been  canceled,  and  then  he  refers  later  on  to 
the  construction  of  that  storv  or  that  vei-sion. 

He  said  that  John  Dean,  and  bear  this  in  mind  now — is  hearsay 
twice  removed,  this  is  Masnider  tellinir  O'Brien,  telling  me,  he  said 
that  Magruder  said  that  Dean  kept  Haldeman  ad\nsed  by  memo  of  all 
of  these  meetings.  Actually,  there  were  four  meetings,  and  then  he 
starts  through  a.Tain.  The  first  meeting  in  November  which  I  have 
described,  he  said  there  was  actually  a  third  meeting  which  was  not 
anv  of  these  that  I  have  heretofore  described,  where  a$l  million  budcret 
was  proposed  bv  Liddv.  Everyone  at  the  meeting  agreed  that  that 
budget  would  not  be  adopted. 

Senator  IxotrrR.  Did  he  sav  for  what  reason  ? 

Mr.  EnRLicmr.xx.  T  didn't  ask  liim.  T  don't  believe  at  that  point. 

Senator  Ixoftf.  Was  it  because  of  the  price  tag  alone  ? 
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Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  don't  know,  Senator,  from  this  conversation. 
He  didn't  say. 

He  said  that  betiveen  meetings  No.  3  and  Xo.  i.  Jlr.  Colson  phoned 
twice  to  Jeb  Magruder. 

Now,  in  parentheses  I  have  only  according  to  Jeb,  which  indicated 
what  Mr.  O'Brien  told  me  that  this  was,  the  only  person  he  had  ever 
heard  this  from  was  Magruder  urging  that  this  program  go  forward. 
Now  I  have  the  notation  "Not  price,"  and  I  don't  know  what  that 
refers  to.  That  does  not  jog  my  recollection  at  alL 

He  said  that  Liddy  had  a  commitment  from  Krogh,  that  Hunt  had 
a  commitment  from  Colson,  and  these  commitments,  I  took  it,  related 
to  Executive  clemency.  That  was  the  context  in  which  that  comment 
was  made. 

Senator  Ixoxtte.  Liddy  had  a  commitment  from  Krogh? 

Mr.  EnuLicHMAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ixottte.  That  he  could  receive  Executive  clemency? 

Mr.  Ehruchmax.  That  was  what  Mr.  O'Brien  said  that  Mr. 
Magruder  had  told  him. 

Senator  Inottte.  And  Mr.  Hunt  said  that  he  had  a  commitment 
from  Mr.  Chuck  Colson? 

Mr.  Ehrlichjiax.  No;  I  am  not  saying  that  Hunt  said  that.  Bear 
in  mind  this  is  Magruder  speaking  to  O'Brien  now.  Because  of  this 
assertion,  I  did  contact  Krogh  later  on  to  determine  when  he  had  had 
contacts  with  Liddy  and  to  try  to  either  verify  this  or  set  it  aside. 

'Parenthetically,  circumstances  indicated  that  he  had  had  no  contact 
either  direct  or  indirect  with  Liddy  and  so  the — it  was  not  borne  out 
by  anything  that  I  could  find  collaterally  in  the  time  in  which  I 
worked. 

.  He  said  that.  He  said  at  the  fourth  meeting  Dean  arrived  late, 
Magruder,  Dean,  Liddv,  and  Mitchell  attended  the  meeting.  There 
was  an  intelligence  budget  of  $200,000-$250,000.  Dean  said  to  Liddy 
that  he.  Dean,  would  have  nothing  further  to  do  with  this.  I  asked 
him  about  charts  and  he  said  the  charts  did  exist,  and  the  reason  I 
asked  him,  of  course,  is  that  there  was  something  in  the  press  at  this 
time  about  the  existence  of  a  set  of  charts.  He  said  that  the  code  name 
"Gemstone"  was  used,  that  that  term  was  not  translated  into  what 
it  really  stood  for  at  this  meeting.  The  party,  he  said,  apparently 
didn't  know,  or  that  is  what  Magruder  told  him.  I  said.  "Was  bugging 
involved?"  and  he  said.  "Yes,  bugging  was  one  of  the  methods  in- 
volved." It  also  involved  counteractivities  at  the  convention. 

Then 

Senator  Ixottte.  Do  you  know  what  the  $1  million  budget  involved? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  He  didn't  tell  me.  This  characterization  at  the 
bottom  of  the  first  page  referred,  so  far  as  I  can  recall,  to  the  $200,000- 
9250,000  budget. 

He  told  me  that  there  was  a  second  intelligence  operation  at  the 
Committee  To  Re-Elect  which  was  not  involved  in  this  series  of  four 
meetings.  This  involved  a  cab  driver  who  volunteered  at  the  Muskie 
headquarters.  He  had  been  recruited  by  a  friend  of  Ken  Rietz  who 
was  a  former  FBI  man  in  Tennessee,  and  he  went  into  the  Muslda 
headquarters  and  volunteered  and  became  Senator  ^Muskie's  chauffeur 
and  a  friend  of  the  family,  and  went  to  Muskie's  house  for  dinner,  and 
soon  liegan  carrying  all  of  the  Senator's  mail  back  and  forth. 
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Senator  Ixottte.  And  he  photographed  all  the  mail? 

Jlr.  Ehrlich>iax.  Yes;  he  photographed  all  of  the  mail. 

Senator  Ixouye.  Wlm  is  this  friend  of  Ken  Rietz? 

;Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  The  FBI  man?  I  don't  know.  I  don't  have  his 
name  but  apparently  your  staff  should  l^ecause  when  the  Senate  staff 
was  looking  for  someone  for  this  committee  staff,  he  was  approached, 
and  so  it  shouldn't  be  too  hard  to  find  out  who  that  was.  He  declined 
the  employment  apparently.  [Laughter.] 

One  of  the  pieces  of  mail  apparently  was  printed  in  Evans  and 
Xovak   and   so   everAbody    in   the   Muskie   organization    was  ques- 
tioned about  it  except  the  chauffeur,  and  the  cliauff'eur  was  a  volun- 
teer, he  was  paid  nothing.  Eventually  he  was  transferred  from  Rietz     ' 
to  Howard  Hunt  for  purposes  of  management  and  reporting. 

Then  I  have  a  notation  that  Rietz  became  worried  at  some  point 
about  cash  fimds,  and  I  believe  that  refers  back  to  this  business  of  the 
transfer.  In  other  words,  Rietz  didn't  like  what  he  saw  about  cash  in 
the  organization  and  he  wanted  out  and  at  that  point  he  discontinued 
any  connection  with  this  kind  of  activity  and  Howard  Hunt  took  it 
over. 

I  have  a  note  Magruder  was  pushing,  and  I  think  what  that  refers 
to  is  a  statement  that  Magruder  was  pushing  generally  for  intelligence 
information. 

He  told  me  that  Magruder  told  him  that  there  had  been  an  entry 
into  the  Democratic  headquarters  in  May  and  that  a  bug  had  been 
planted,  that  he  was  satisfied  that  neither  Dean  nor  Mitchell  had 
knowledge  of  either  the  May  or  June  break-in  but  that  Mr.  Magruder 
did.  '- 

Then  he  mentioned  that  he  had  been  caught — no,  I  think  this  is 
Mr.  O'Brien  speaking  for  himself.  He  was  advising  caution  with 
regard  to  John  Dean's  objectivity,  in  the  advice  he  might  be  giving 
•  the  President  in  this  matter. 

Senator  Inoxjye.  Who  is  Hofgren? 

Mr.  Ehrlichm.xx.  Hofgren  is  Daniel  Hofgren  and  that  name  relates 
to  the  note  that  I  will  come  to  farther  down  on  the  page. 

Mr.  O'Brien  said  that  Magr-uder  reaches  Strachan,  Haldeman,  Col- 
son,  and  the  President  in  his  story.  I  said,  "How  does  Magruder  reach 
the  President?" 

And  he  said  in  this  circumstance,  Magruder  lired  Gordon  Liddy.  he 
will  say,  Gordon  Liddy  went  to  Gordon  Strachan  and  Gordon 
Strachan  came  to  Magruder  and  said.  "^Nlove  him  back,"  that  is,  this  is 
Strachan  talking  to  Magruder  saying,  "Move  Liddy  back.  The  Presi- 
dent wants  this  project  to  go  on." 

I  said,  ''Is  there  any  other  way  that  this  reaches  the  President  ?" 

And  he  said,  "Not  that  I  know'of." 

Now,  he  said,  "According  to  Mr.  Hofgren.  Mr.  Magruders  wife  was 
indicating  to  three  friends  apparently  that  there  was  a  possibilitv  that 
Mr.  Magruder  would  be  indicted  and'tluit  he  was  plamiing  to  leave  the 
Government." 

And  that  is  the  reference  to  Hofgren  at  the  top  of  the  page. 

Now,  Mr.  O'Brien  said  that  neither  Mngrud?r  nor  ilitchell  in  his. 
O'Brien's  opinion,  were  inevitably  hung  in  this  case  bvthe  evidence  as 
he  understood  it  at  that  point.  He'said.  "Franklv.  John  Dean  is  the  kev 
problem." 
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Mr.  O'Brien  was  concerned  about  the  po3t-Water<;ate  situation  and 
about  the  handling  of  money  and  then  he  began  telling  me  about  this 
money  situation  which  concerned  him.  He  told  me  about  ^Ir.  Rivere, 
Mr.  Kalmbach's  man  who  delivered  $25,000  in  cash  to  Attorney 
Bittman  by  leaving  it  in  a  phone  booth,  and  I  said,  ''"Wliat  became  of 
the  money?" 

And  he  said,  "I  believe  it  was  deposited  to  their  firm  account"  He 
said,  "There  has  been  obstruction  of  justice,"  in  his  opinion.  I  asked 
him  to  define  what  he  meant  by  that.  He  said  that  a  defendant  in  a 
criminal  case  is  also  a  witness,  and  the  purpose  of  giving  money  to 
such  a  defendant  becomes  very  important.  It  is  OK  if  one  gives  them 
attorneys  fees  and  defense  funds  or  possibly  even  subsistence  but  not 
consideration  to  not  talk,  in  other  words,  the  quid  pro  quo  of  silence. 

Then  he  said,  "Money  flowed  to  Howard  Hunt,  in  turn  to  Howard 
Hunt's  wife,  and  then  in  turn,  $19,000  to  Mr.  McCord,  which  in  turn 
went  to  ilcCord's  attorney." 

And  this  was  an  example  that  he  was  citing  to  me. 

He  said,  Tuesday  of  this  week,  meaning  the  week  of  the  5th,  that 
McCord  was  going  to  present  a  letter  to  the  court  which  implicated 
Attorney  Parkinson.  He  quoted  ilcCord  as  saying  this  letter  is  a  lie 
but  I  am  going  to  get  these  bastards.  He  felt  that  haying  said  that  to 
the  attorneys  in  the  case  that  that  comment  was  privileged  but  ap- 
parently McCord  got  cold  feet.  He  stood  up  to  deliver  the  letter  against 
Parkinson  in  court  but  then  he  sat  down  without  doing  so. 

Then  he  characterizes  Mr.  McCord,  Mr.  O'Brien  does,  in  the  adjec- 
tives that  you  see  there  in  the  exhibit. 

He  said  later  and  I  don't  know  what  later — I  know  what  later 
refers  to,  I  was  interrupted  in  this  meeting,  and  went  out,  I  believe, 
to  take  a  phone  call  and  came  back.  He  said  that  Mrs.  Hunt  had  writ- 
ten a  memo  which  named  Bittman  and  Parkinson  as  involved  in  the 
money  business.  That  there  is  a  memo  from  Parkinson  to  Dean  to 
LaRiie.  The  memo  went  to  LaRue  because  LaRue  was  responsible  for 
obtaining  the  funds  for  this  purpose. 

Just  before  Howard  Hunt  was  sentenced,  which  would  have  been  in 
March,  as  I  recall,  although  it  doesn't  say  so  here,  Bittman  phoned 
O'Brien  who,  in  turn  passed  a  messatre  to  Dean,  Mitchell,  and  LaRue 
that  Hunt  was  making  a  demand  for  $70,000. 

Then  he  said  in  his  opinion  the  attorney-client  privilejie  will  not 
cover  meetings  he  was  in  or  any  conspiracy  that  he  was  in,  and  that 
refers  to  John  Dean,  and  then  he  mentioned  to  me  that  Dean's  attor- 
ney is  Ifr.  Hogan.  That  Dean  is  represented  and  that  lie  is  actively 
counseling  with  an  attorney. 

He  said  that  two  blocks  of  money  were  delivered  bv  ^fr.  ^litchell, 
I  take  it,  not  personally  but  by  the  campaign  to  ^^r.  Haldeman. 

Senator  iKOtTTK.  How  many  dollars? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  don't  know  and  I  don't  think  he  knew.  I  believe 
I  asked  him. 

Senator  Tn'otjtt:.  Was  this  in  cash  ? 

'Sir.  EirRLiCHMAX.  I  don't  know  that  either.  He  just  said  that  he — 
because  T  was  pressing  him  for  any  ^Yhite  House  involvement  and 
all  throuirh  these  interviews.  Senator,  that  was  the  key  question  all 
the  way  through. 
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He  said  the  night  of  the  Watergate  break-in,  Sloan  and  Stans  took 
casli  home  amounting  to  about  $81,000  wliich  they  returned  the  next 
day.  This  was  given  to  LaRue  on  advice  of  Mardian  and  this  money 
was  used  for  subsistence  for  the  defendants.  He  said  Mr.  LaRue  has 
$100,000  now,  $81,000  of  ^vhich  he  has  held  since  that  time,  since,  for 
the  past  11  months. 

Sloan  said  to  O'Brien  that  $i  million  to  $2  million  in  cash  had 
come  in.  Stans  reported  that  it  was  about  $1,700,000,  which  included 
$275,000  that  had  gone  to  Kalmbach  and  $350,000  sum  which  had  gone 
to  the  White  House.  He  said,  ISIr.  O'Brien  said,  that  one  sheet  of 
paper  exists  with  an  accounting  of  this  $1,700,000  on  it,  and  three 
people  know  where  that  accounting  is. 

Senator  Inoute.  Who  are  the  three  people  ? 

Mr.  Ehrijch3ian.  I  will  come  to  that  later  on  in  the  accounts.  I 
think  I  had  better  take  this  seriatim,  if  you  dont  mind,  to  explain 
the  hieroglyphics  as  we  go  along. 

He  said  as  far  as  his  reputation  was  concerned  that  Mr.  Stans  was 
"done'"  but  that  he,  O'Brien,  did  not  foresee  that  Mr.  Stans  would  be 
indicted.  He  is  not  guilty  of  any  perjury,  he  had  been  very  foxy  in  the 
statements  which  he  had  made,  that  if  he  could  spend  a  week  with 
Mr.  Kalmbach  and  could  get  their  accounts  straightened  out,  he  didn't 
foresee  that  there  would  be  any  liability  in  ^Ir.  Stans. 

Then  we  talked  about  the  civil  suits.  There  were  two.  The  Demo- 
cratic suit  and  the  Common  Cause  suit.  He  felt  if  the  Committee  To 
Re-Elect  would  only  file  with  the  Congress  an  accounting  of  all  con- 
tributions that  the  Common  Cause  lawsuit  could  be  mooted.  It  would 
take  somewhere  between  2  weeks  and  6  months  to  get  those  accounts 
in  shape  and  he  didn't  know  just  how  long  it  woidd  take.  He  said  that 
Mr.  Stans  was  extremely  opposed  to  doing  this  because  this  would 
break  faith  with  the  contributors  who  had  contributed  anonymously. 
He  said  if  we  didn't  do  this,  he  said,  "I  am  satisfied  we  are  going  to 
lose  the  case." 

In  the  Democratic  Xational  Committee  suit,  settlement  negotiations 
were  underway  because  Larry  O'Brien  was  now  on  the  payroll  of 
Dwayne  Andreas.  Mr.  Andreas  held  his  future — Mr.  O'Brien  as  long 
as  the  countersuits  existed  couldn't  get  credit,  couldn't  buy  a  house, 
Robert  Strauss  wants  to  settle  the  case,  Mr.  Mitchell  met  with  Strauss 
the  previous  day.  The  number  that  was  being  kicked  around  was  a 
$500,000  settlement  and  he  said  there  are  $5  million  available  in  the 
Committee  To  Re-Elect  treasury  to  make  that  settlement. 

Howard  Hunt  was  a  prime — Howard  Hunt  was  a  prime  contact  for 
Segretti  according  to  ^Ir.  O'Brien  and  I  don't  know  what  his  source 
for  this  information  is.  I  think  we  have  gone  out  of  the  Magruder  part 
of  the  source  business  now.  That  Hunt  supplied  a  Florida  printer  to 
three  key  Segretti  men,  one  a  man  named  Norton  in  Los  Angeles  and 
one  from  Tampa  and  another  from  Florida  whose  names  he  didn't 
know.  These  three  men  performed  dirty  tricks. 

Senator  Ixotttf,.  What  were  the  dirty  tricks? 

^Ir.  Ehrlichjiax.  Well,  the  only  one  I  have  a  note  of  is  generator 
of  Canuck  letter  and  presumably  he  meant  by  that  that  either  Segretti 
or  one  of  these  throe  people  were  the  generator  of  that  letter.  "Wliac  his 
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source  is  for  that  I  do  not  know.  I  asked  him  about  Dwight  Chapin's 
involvement  in  this.  He  said,  ''Well,  Chapin  will  take  a  bath,"  by  which 
he  meant  his  reputation  of  his  ijood  repute  will  be  affected.  He  said 
someone  is  working  newsmen  for  more  favorable  stories,  and  his 
source  of  information  on  that  was  a  reporter  named  Lasky  who  told 
him  that  this  was  going  on. 

He  said  that  Chapin  had  had  a  lot  of  Segretti  contact.  He  said 
Segretti  had  an  immediate  worry  which  was  that  he  had  received  these 
payments  of  cash  as  you  see  here  in  the  exhibit  totaling  $40,000,  by 
April  15  he  was  going  to  have  to  pay  his  income  tax,  he  needed  guid- 
ance from  somebody  as  to  how  to  show  that  money  as  income  or  not, 
and  he  lacked  money  to  pay  his  taxes. 

He  said  he  has  the  problem  of  how  one  describes  his  business,  and 
how  to  deduct  a  business  expense  under  those  circumstances. 

He  said  that  Mr.  Segretti  had  kept  a  very  complete  diary  in  which 
he  had  cataloged  all  of  his  expenses. 

He  then  told  me  about  itlr.  Fensterwald,  who  was  an  attorney  repre- 
senting McCord.  He  said  that  Mr.  Alch  wanted  out  as  McCord's 
attorney.  SIcCord  had  done  some  things  which  Alch  did  not  approve 
of  such  as  phoning  the  Embassies  of  Chile  and  Israel  with  the  thought 
they  were  tapped  so  he  could  be  dismissed  from  the  Grovemment's 
actions  against  him.  McCord  also  had  sent  an  unsigned  letter  to  Jack 
Caulfield  which  Mr.  O'Brien  described  as  sick,  which  related  to  the 
CIA  and  Mr.  Helms  and  so  forth. 

He  said  that  Caulfield  had  taken  the  letter  to  Mr.  Dean.  Caulfield 

had  seen  McCord  three  times.  I  asked  him  whether  Caulfield  had  made 

any  offers  to  McGord.  He  said  he  didn't  know.  He  thought  perhaps 

he  had  offered  clemency  but  he  thought  also  this  would  be  susceptible 

proof  because  McCord  very  well  may  have  tapped  it. 

Senator  Ervix.  I  hate  to  interrupt  the  proceedings  but  there  is  a 
vote  on  in  the  Senate  and  members  of  the  committee  have  to  go 
perform  their  senatorial  duties. 

[Recess.] 

Senator  Bakek  [presiding].  The  chairman  has  been  temporarily 
detained  and  he  asked  me  to  recommence  the  hearings  and  to  permit 
Senator  Inouye  to  continue  with  his  examination. 

Senator  Ixoute.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  know  my  time  has  expired  but  I 
wanted  the  committee  to  know  that  my  line  of  questioning  was  a  very 
simple  one.  I  just  wanted  the  committee  to  be  aware  of  the  symbols 
in  your  notes  and  to  better  understand  the  interview  notes. 

Mr.  EHRLiCHiLVN.  Senator,  on  that,  there  is  a  kind  of  a  personal 
shorthand  that  nms  through  there  of  a  few  Greek  letters  which  I  will 
be  glad  to  give  a  Rosetta  stone  to  the  staff,  if  they  need  it. 

Senator  Ixottte.  Will  you  provide  us  with  your  transcript  of  the 
meeting  with  Mr.  Mitchell  also? 

Mr.  Ehrlichm.\x.  I  have  done  so,  I  believe. 

ilr.  Dash.  Again,  what  I  have  given  to  you.  Senator  Inouye,  is 
everything  that  we  have  received,  and  we  have  no 

Mr.  EHRLiCHifAX.  Did  you  give  him  the  cassette  and  the  transcript 
of  the  cassette,  counsel? 

Mr.  Dash.  We  have  the  tape — that  is  right.  We  have  the  tape  of 
the  ^litchell  meeting  but  T  am  talking  about  the  notes. 


I       hai 
I       an 

Lii' 
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the  laws  of  attxjrney-cUent  pnvilege,  executive  privilege,  obstruction 
of  justice  and  all  of  these  subject  that  we  seemed  to  be  encountering  in 
this. 

Senator  Gurnet.  Who  was  that? 

Mr.  EuRLicHMAN.  A  man  named  Axel  Kleiboomer. 

Senator  Gurxet.  Perhaps  you  can  try  to  spell  it. 

Mr.  EiiRLiCHMAN.  K-l-€-i-b-o-o-m-e-r,  a  first-rate  young  man,  a 
good  lawyer,  who  did  the,  just  the  briefing,  and  he  moved  to  me  by 
courier  at  San  Clemente  a  great  deal  of  very  useful  legal  reading 
and  I  spent  the  first  2  or  3  days  out  there  in  trying  to  assimilate  some 
of  this  backgronnd  of  law. 

■Senator  Gurxet.  "What  dates  are  these? 

Mr.  Ehruchmax.  This  would  have  been  the  2d,  3d,  -ith  of  April, 
along  in  that  period. 

Now,  the  Attorney  General  had  been  at  San  Clemente  on  March  31, 
and  I  had  had  a  brief  meeting  with  him  at  that  time  and  that  he  had 
had  a  private  meeting  with  the  President  that  day.  And  then  he  left. 
Finally  Mr.  O'Brien's  arrival  at  San  Clemente 

Senator  Gubxet.  Did  you  and  the  Attorney  General  discuss  Water- 
gate at  all? 

Mr.  Ehruchman.  Yes,  the  fact  that  I  had  this  assignment. 

Senator  Gurnet.  But  nothing  of  substance  about  facts? 

iNIr.  Ehrlichman.  But  not  facts  as  such.  He  indicated  in  this  con- 
versation on  the  28th,  just  2  days  before  or  3  days  before,  that  we 
had  everj-thing  he  had,  in  effect,  that  is  the  substance  of  his  responses 
here,  and  that  continued  to  be  the  case  in  the  brief  conversation  that 
I  had  with  him  'before  he  saw  the  President.  I  told  him  that  I  was 
trying  to  get  on  top  of  this  and  I  would  need  some  help,  some  briefing 
help,  and  he  said  he  would  find  the  best  guy  he  could  and  he  did,  and 
so  we  got  into  it. 

Mr.  KleiboQmer  sent  me  two  big  notebooks  of  brief,  and  as  I  say 
^hat  was  soit  of  heavy  going,  and  I  just  sat  and  read  it. 

"ith  Mr.  O'Brien's  arrival,  however,  that  was  my  first  interview, 
and  it  brought  me  a  whole  new  picture  of  this  whole  matter.  A  lot  of 
information  in  Tvhat  jNlr.  O'Brien  gave  me  that  I  had  never  heard 
before. 

Senator  Gurnet.  You  have  recounted  most  of  that  to  the  com- 
mittee, have  you  not? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  No;  I  am  not  quite  through. 

Senator  Gurnet.  All  right. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  There  is  quite  a  bit  of  business  in  those  notes 
about  money,  about  the  involvements  of  people  who  had  various  funds 
of  money  and  carried  money  around  and  who  got  money  and  how 
Liddy  got  money  and  this  kind  of  thing  which  was  all  a  brandnew 
subject  to  me  at  that  jx)int.  I  reported  in  quite  sketchy  detail  to  the 
President  after  I  had  talked  to  Mr.  O'Brien,  and  he  urged  me  at  that 
point- 


Senator  Gurnet.  Will  you  tell  us  very  briefly  what  he  told  you  about 
this  money  and  other  things! 
Mr.  Ehrlichman.  ^Ir.  O'Brien? 
Senator  Gurnet.  Yes. 
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John  D.    Ehrlichman 
April  3,    1973 


28.4     MEETINGS  AND  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND 
JOHN  EHRLICHMAN^    APRIL   S,    1973. 


IMI 


urn 


PM  12:35  1:32  Luncheon  hosted  by  President  and  Mrs. 

Thieu  at  LaCasa  Pacifica  -  San  Clennente 

2:10  3:25  President  met  with  Mr.    Ehrlichman 

(Ziegler  2:11-2:14) 

5:37  5:47  President  placed  local  call  to  Mr.    Ehrlichman 


April  4,    1973 

AM  10:35  12:38PM    President  met  with  Mr.   Ehrlichman 

(Haldeman  9:08- 11:20  &  12:05   -   12:40) 

PM  6:07  6:09  President  placed  local  call  to  Mr,    Ehrlichman 


April  5, 

1973 

AM 

11:45 

2:00PM 

President  met  with  Mr.   Ehrlichman 
(Haldeman  11:45-3:00) 

PM 

3:00 

3:30 

President  met  with  Mr.   Ehrlichman 
(Ziegler  3:15-3:25) 

April  6.    1973  I0i53b 

AM  10:57  11:22  President  m.et  with  Mr.    Ehrlichman 

PM  1:25  1:50  President  met  with  Mr.    Ehrlichman 

7:06  7:50  Motored  from  San  Clemente  to  Anaheim 

Stadium    to  California  Angels  Dugout  7:50PM 

10:29  11:09  Motored  froiTi  Anaheim  Stadium  to  San  Clemente 

April  8,    1973 

AM  9:29  4:35  PM    El  Toro  to  Andrews  AFB 

10:40  12:20PM    President  met  with  Ehrlichman  in  flight 


m 
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29.     On  April  6,  1973  Ehrlichman  met  with  Kalmbach  in  the  Bank  of 
America  parking  lot  in  San  Clemente,  California.   Ehrlichman 's  notes 
dictated  after  the  meeting  reflect  a  discussion  of  Kalmbach 's  activities 
in  raising  and  disbursing  money  for  the  Watergate  defendants.   Kalmbach 
told  Ehrlichman  that  he  had  retained  the  services  of  an  attorney,  Paul 
O'Connor. 
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/     THURSDAY.    APRIL  5,    1973 
8-10:30  Paul  O'Brien 

-»:00     . P-residaat 

"^■^^  Judge  Matthevv  Byrne 

^   FRIDAY.   APRIL  6.    1973 
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10:30  ..Bebe  Rabozo 

11:00 Preside-'- 

11:30 


_Herb^aI^ibac&_ (parking  lot  of  Bank  of  Am-rica. 


.y 


San  Clemente) 

^•'°°  Ted  Ashley  (Warner  Brothers) 

l:15-lj45 Pze3idant_ 

^•'*%:00  . ^^^^T^fench  with  Ashley 

'^'^^  BasebaU  game  with  the  President  -Anaheim 

SUNDAY.  APRIL  8.    1973 


^•20  Helicopter  from  Paloraar 

9:00  Depart  El  Toro 

^:30  Arri->/e  Andrews  2^0 0  -  President  (Air  Force  One) 

5-7___________HRH,    John  Dean 

J     MONDAY.  APRIL  9.    1973  "  " 

10:30                        Secretary  Shultz'  office  -  Stein,   Ash,   Flanigan 
-^^^=■^0  Lunch  with  At^  -  at  Justice 

2-2:45__ Eresident 

^•^°  Blair  House  -  Senators  Ervin,    Baker 

TUESDAY,   APRIL  10,    1973  "  -    ' . 

^-■30  Bipartisan  Leadership 

10:15  JLen  Garment,    Ziegler  " 

11:15 Ziegler,    HRH_ 

12:45-2 President 

^•^^  ^'^--    L^^-  (Con  Ed),    Marshall  AIcDonald  (-Tor=d-  ^o-— 

a.  net  j_,i.\^p,;) 
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Mr.  EHRi.icnaiAN.  Yes.  He  told  me  about  a  fund  of  money  that 
existed  at  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect,  of  which  he  knew,  and  he  had 
a  piece  of  paper  that  had  a  lot  of  information  on  it,  this  was  Bart 
Porter's  account,  as  he  called  it.  It  was  in  cash  from  Sloan  to  Porter, 
about  $50,000  of  it  was  pre-April  7  money,  $37,000  of  it  went  to  Gordon 
Liddy,  and  then  he  has  a  whole  lot  of  payments  out,  most  of  which  I 
believe  Mr.  Porter  has  testified  to  here. 

Senator  Gtirnxt.  I  see. 

Weil,  let's  not  go  over  those  that  we  already  know. 

ilr.  Ehruchiian.  Right. 

Senator  Gttb^tey.  But  give  us  new  information. 

Mr.  Ehslichman.  He  told  me  about  some  campaign  violations,  cam- 
paign funding  violations,  which  he  said  the  General  Accounting  Office 
knew  of  which  involved,  oh,  nothing  over  about  $10,000  but  a  lot  of 
different  items.  He  told  me  about  Liddy  getting  some  money  for 
Cuban  demonstrators  in  Washington,  D.C.,  you  had  testimony  on  that, 
I  guess,  and  so  then  I  got  into  the  question  of  who  ran  the  Committee 
To  Re-Elect  at  various  times,  particularly  during  the  planning  period 
here.  He  said  that  Magruder  said  he  was  running  the  committee,  but 
he  was  seeing  Mr.  Mitchell  twice  a  day  during  this  period  of  time  and 
he  felt  it  was  safe  to  say  that  Mitchell  was  running  the  committee 
even  when  he  was  Attorney  General. 

Now,  that  is  the  balance  of  the  interview  with  O'Brien,  but  that 
gave  me  a  lot  of  perspective  on  this  thing  that  I  had  never  had  before. 

Senator  Guhney.  Did  he  give  you  any  information  on  the  planning 
of  the  break-in  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes;  and  I  testified  with  Senator  Inouye  about 
that,  those  four  meetings  and  that  whole  business. 

Senator  Gurnet.  Fine. 

Mr.  Ehri.ichman.  I  had  only  one  other  substantive  inten'iew  while 
we  were  at  San  Clemente  in  the  remaining  3  or  4  days  and  that  was 
with  Mr.  Kalmbac'.i,  but  I  became  aware  through  Mr.  Haldeman,  who 
was  reporting  to  me,  conflicting  conversations  that  he  was  liaving  with 
Mitchell  and  Dean  on  this  whole  subject  of  should  Dean  go  to  the 
grand  jury  or  should  Dean  go  to  the  prosecutor,  and  we  began  trying 
to  imderstand  what  lay  behind  this.  Well,  I  had  the  background  of 
itr.  O'Brien's  interview,  and  we  zeroed  in  on  the  fact  that  it  had  to 
do  with  these  four  meetings  or  three  meetings  or  whatever  there  were, 
and  whether  or  not  Mr.  Mitchell  might  have  some  exposure  for  perjury 
on  accoimt  of  having  testified  that  the  meetings  were  canceled  or  not. 

Senator  Gurnet.  Yes. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  And  so  I  had  Bob  Haldeman  trying  to  get  a 
straight  answer  out  of  Mr.  Mitchell  and  he  said  he  could  not,  so  I  called 
Dick  Moore  and  asked  him  if  he  would  talk  to  John  Mitchell  because 
I  knew  they  had  a  close  relationship. 

Senator  Gurnet.  And  that  was  the  reason  for  Moore's  trip  to  New 
York? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  No;  it  was  not.  It  was  subsequent  to  that  trip 
to  New  York.  I  believe  this  was  a  telephone  call  which  Mr.  Moore 
said  he  made  to  John  Mitchell,  and  Mr.  Mooi\\  I  believe,  also  talked 
to  Mr.  ^litchell's  attorney,  although  I  am  not  positive  of  that.  But 
in  any  event,  Mr.  Moore  reported  back  that  ilr.  Mitchell  was  con- 
fident that  he   had  not   in   any   way   violated   any   perjuiy  statute. 
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jNIr.  EnRLICH^^AX.  "\V7iat  he  told  me  in  the  second  interview  I  had 
with  him  I  felt  was  correct  and  the  truth  and  that  he  was  trj-ing  very 
hard  to  tell  me  everything  he  knew.  I  had  a  favorable  impression  of 
what  he  told  me,  that  is,  of  the — of  his  attempt  to  tell  the  truth. 

Senator  Moxtoya.  The  point  I  am  tr\'ing  to  make  is,  did  you  reach 
any  conclusion  from  the  interviews  with  respect  to  him  as  to  whether 
or  not  he  was  involved  either  in  the  pi-e-June  17  complicity  or  after? 

Mr.  EfiRLiciiJiAX.  I  see.  He  told  me  that  he  had  received  from  the 
Committee  To  Re-Elect  notice  that  they  had  an  intelligence  capability. 
He— and  I  confronted  him  with  what  Mr.  Magruder  had  alleged  which 
was  that  ilr.  3Iagruder  had  sent  over  to  him  a  budget  which  included 
specific  reference  to  bugging  and  he  said  no  he  would  have  remembered 
if  anything  like  that  had  come  over.  He  was  sure  he  had  never  seen 
an}-thing  like  that.  He  said  that  he  did  receive  from  Mr.  Magaider 
some  material  designated  Sedan  Chair,  and  it  looked  to  him  like  syn- 
opses of  wiretap  information.  Of  course,  we  have  learned  since  that 
Sedan  Chair  was  not  a  wiretap  but  that  was  the  only  thing  he  said  he 
received.  He  said  he  got  no  Gemstone  material  at  all. 

Senator  Moxtoya.  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  I  am  just  interested  in  what 
you  concluded  as  a  result  of  the  interviews  with  respect  to  these  in- 
dividuals. 

Mr.  Ehrliciijian.  All  right.  My  conclusion  with  regard  to  Mr. 
Strachan  was  that  he  was  a  messenger,  that  he  was  not  an  active  plan- 
ner or  executor  of  any  plan  but  simply  a  conveyor  back  and  forth. 

Senator  Moxtoya.  All  right.  Now  what  conclusion  did  you  reach 
with  respect  to  Mr.  Kalmbach? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  My  conclusion  after  talking  with  INIr.  Kalmbach, 
as  you  will  see  in  this  memorandum  that  we  have  now  given  the  staff, 
I  take  it,  perhaps  it  is  best  if  I  simply  read  you  a  short  jx>rtion  of  that 
as  my  then  contemporaneous  conclusion.  That  will  probably  be  the  best 
evidence.  Do  you  have  that,  counsel  ? 

Mr.  WiLsox.  I  gave  them  the  only  copy  I  had. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Do  you  want  to  read  it? 

Senator  jMoxtoya.  Let  me,  I  am  running  out  of  time  now. 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  All  right,  very  shortly,  Senator 

Senator  Moxtoya.  I  merely  wanted  to  get  an  indication  as  to  what 
kind  of  an  inquiry  you  had  conducted  with  respect  to  each  individual. 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  All  right.  My  inquiry  with  him  was  as  to  his 
money-raising  efforts  and  whether  or  not  he  knew,  either  directly  or 
whether  he  knew  circumstances  surrounding  his  efforts  which  might 
have  put  him  on  notice  that  he  was  engaged  in  an  effort  to  buy  the 
silence  of  defendants  and  I  was  satisfied  that  he  did  not  know. 

Senator  Moxtoya.  All  right,  what  inquiry  did  you  make  about  Mr. 
Kalmbach? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  interviewed  Mr.  Kalmbach. 

Senator  ^Ioxtoya.  Just  briefly,  what  inquity  did  you — you  inter- 
viewed him? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Yes,  sir. 

'Senatoi-  ^[oxtoya.  All  riglit.  And  you  taped  his  conversation? 

INfr.  Ehrlicfl^cax.  Xo.  sir.  I  made  this  memorandum  afterward 
which  I  liave  given  to  the  staff. 

Senator  Moxtoya.  All  right. 
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of  making  findings  of  fact  as  to  tiie  testimony  of  specific  witnesses. 
But  passing  that  for  the  moment,  it  seems  to  me  that  whether  there 
are  conflicts  in  the  evidence  is  not  nearly  as  important  as  to  whether  or 
not  conflicts  in  the  evidence  are  supported,  one  side  or  the  other,  by  cor- 
roborating independent  evidence  on  material  points,  and  I  hope  that 
you  will  find  it  possible,  and  the  other  membeis  of  the  committee  will 
iind  it  i>ossible,  to  examine  the  vaiious  extrinsic  pieces  of  evidence  such 
as  the  letter  from  the  CIA  to  the  FBI  and  things  of  that  kind,  to 
determine  which  of  conflicting  testimony  is  entitled  to  the  greater 
weight. 

Senator  Montoy.4.  I  am  sure  that  we  will  do  that.  I  i>ersonally  will, 
I  can  assure  you,  Mr.  Ehrlichman. 

Mr.  EiiRLiCHMAX.  Thank  you.  Senator. 

Senator  Moxtota.  I  will  weigh  the  weight  of  the  testimony,  and  I 
will  also  give  consideration  to  any  documentary  evidence  that  you  pre- 
sent here  and  certainly  I  think  all  the  members  will. 

Mr.  EHRLJCH3IAX.  Groofl,  thank  you. 

Senator  EE\^N•.  I  think  one  of  the  prime  functions  of  this  committee, 
outside  of  making  recommendations  for  legislation,  is  to  find  the  facts 
and  what  the  facts  are — whether  the  testmiony  is  from  witnesses  or 
from  documents.  Senator  Weicker. 

Mr.  Wilson*.  Excuse  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  may  the  notes  of  the  meet- 
ing of  April  6  which  I  passed  to  the  Chair  be  included  in  the  record  at 
this  point? 

Senator  Ervin.  Yes;  the  reporter  will  mark  it  as  an  exhibit  and 
admit  it  as  such.  , 

[The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  No.  100.*] 

Mr.  WiLSOX.  Thank  you,  sir.  Excuse  me  Senator  Weicker. 

Senator  Weicker.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  a  bell  has  just  rung  for  a 
vote  and  this  might  be  the  propertime  to  recess. 

Senator  Ervin.  We  will  recess  and  hurry  back  as  fast  as  we  can. 

[Recess.] 

Senator  Ervin.  Senator  Weicker,  you  may  examine  the  witness. 

Senator  Weicker.  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  I  am  going  to  refer  to  youi 
opening  statement  before  the  committee  and  specifically  on  page  11  of 
that  opening  statement,  and  in  the  bottom  of  paragraph  you  state: 

The  counsel  has  always  had  political  duties.  The  President  is  the  Nation's 
Chief  Executive  but  he  is  also  by  longstanding  tradition  his  political  party's 
leader.  Any  President  has  a  political  role  to  play  whether  he  is  going  to  run 
for  re-election  or  not.  But  if  he  is  a  eandidate  then  he  is  both  an  executive  and 
a  practicing  politician.  Every  such  politician  wants  information,  and  the  Presi- 
dent, in  Ma  politician  role,  is  no  r'ifferent  from  the  others.  He  needs  and  wants 
information  about  issues,  supporters,  opponents,  and  every  other  politiail  sub- 
ject known  to  man.  For  the  year  1969  to  1970  when  I  left  the  post  of  cx)unsel, 
I  attempted  to  gather  purely  political  information  for  the  President  as  I  was 
expected  to  do,  out  of  real  concern  for  reciprocity,  attempted  to  use  only  con- 
ventional nongovernmental  sources  of  information ;  as  one  might  hire  political 
aides  in  a  iwlitical  c-ampalgn.  Tony  Ulasewicz  was  hired  io  do  this  chore  of  in- 
formation-gathering. He  \>.^s  paid  from  existing  Nixon  political  mouey  by  check 
under  an  appropriate  employer's  tax  number.  Among  other  assignments  he  ex- 
ecuted potential  opposition  for  vulnerability.  So  far  as  I  am  aware,  iJi  my  tenure 
as  counsel,  Mr.  Ulasewicz  conducted  his  assignments  legally  and  properly  in  all 
respects. 

•See  p.   2947. 
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Exhibit  No.  100 


Notes  of  a  meeting  with  Herb  Kalmbach,  April  6,    19V3, 
in  San  Clemente,    California  approximately  Noon 


Kalmbach  was  very  concerned  about  the  effect  of  his  testimony 
with   regard  to  raising  money  for  the  Watergate  defendant*  upon 
Kalmbach' s  reputation  and  family. 

It  is  his  recollection  that  John  Dean  telephoned  him  to  ask  him  to 
do  so  upon  the  representation  that  both  Bob  Haldeman  and  John 
Ehrlichman  had  OKayed  his  doing  so. 

Kalmbach  assumed  that  he  would  not  be  asked  to  do  anything 
illegal  or  improper  ,   he  had  no  occasion  to  check  the  law  nor  to 
inquire  into  the  disposition  of  the  funds,   he  arranged  for  a  "Mr.    Rivers" 
to  carry  the  money  from  CaHfornia  to  Washington  and  to  deliver  it 
according  to  John  Dean's  instructions. 

Kalmbach  does  not  know  to  this  day  how  the  money  was  used.     He 
was  not  willing  to  disclose  to  me  who  he  raised  the  money  from  but 
my  impression  is  that  he  raised  it  from  two  individuals  who  paid 
him  cash  and  desired  passionately  to  remain  anonymous. 

Kalmbach  has  the  impression  that  the  money  was  to  be  used  for 
compassionate  purposes,   that  is,   the    support  of  the  families  of 
the  imprisoned  defendants,   and  that  the  money  was  being  furnished 
to  them  by  way  of  a  moral  obligation  for  the  well-being  of  the 
families.     He  understands,  that  some  of  the  money  was  to  be  used 
for  attorneys'  fees  for  the  men  either  directly  or  indirectly.     Kalmbach 
has  retained  the  services  of  an  attorney  named  Paul  O'Connor  of 
Phoenix,   a  long-time  friend,   and  he  asked  that  I  see  Mr.    O'Connor 
on  his  first  visit  to  Washington  as  a  courtesy.     I  agreed  to  do  so. 


♦  *  ♦ 
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30.     On  April  8,  1973  Dean  started  to  meet  with  the  prosecutors. 
While  meeting  with  the  prosecutors.  Dean  received  a  call  from  Air  Force 
One  from  Haldeman's  assistant  Lawrence  Higby,  who  asked  Dean  to  be  in 
Ehrlichman's  office  that  afternoon  for  a  meeting.  Ehrlichman  and 
Haldeman  met  with  Dean  from  5:00  until  7:00  p.m.  There  was  a  discus- 
sion of  the  possibility  of  a  grand  jury  appearance  by  Dean.   Ehrlich- 
man has  testified  that  they  discussed,  among  other  things,  what  this 
"hang  up"  was  between  Mitchell  and  Dean  and  Dean's  feeling  that 
Mitchell  did  not  want  Dean  to  talk  to  the  prosecutors  or  appear  before 
the  grand  jury.   Ehrlichman  has  also  testified  that  the  President 
decided  on  the  flight  that  he  wanted  Dean  to  go  to  the  grand  jury,  and 
that  Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman  conveyed  that  to  Dean  at  the  meeting. 
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30.2  John  Ehrlichman  log,  April  8,  1973  (received 

from  SSC) 540 

30.3  John  Ehrlichman  testimony,  7  SSC  2753-54 541 


(537) 


r 


SO.l     JOHN  DEM  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  25,    1973.    3  SSC  1010-11 

1010 

Events  Leading  up  to  the  President's  Statejcent  of  Aram  17 

During  the  time  I  was  having  conferences  vrith  the  Governmen: 
prosecutors,  I  was  avoiding  conversations  with  ilitchell,  Ehrlichman 
and  Haldemau  as  much  as  I  could.  However,  on  several  occasion^  ] 
did  talk  with  Ehrlichman  while  he  was  in  California.  At  one  pouii 
lie  called  me  and  asked  if  I  had  completed  m}"  report  that  I  had  beer 
working  on  at  Camp  David.  I  told  him  it  was  still  incomplete.  Hi 
said  that  I  should  send  him  whatever  I  had  completed.  I  told  birr 
that  a  section  dealing  with  riegretci's  activities,  which  had  been  pre- 
pared by  Dick  Moore,  but  which  I  had  not  reviewed  myself,  was  com- 
plete as  far  as  I  was  concerned  and  I  would  send  it  on  to  him.  He  said 
.  I  shoidd  send  it  to  California  immediately  on  the  DX  machine.  He 
said  that  Haldemau  was  interested  in  getting  these  facts  out  now 
because  the  i'in^ing  might  be  good.  I  sent  the  report  that  had  been 
written  by  ilr.  iioore,  a  copy  of  which  I  have  submitted  to  the 
committee. 

[The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  Xo.  34-ti.*] 

5lr.  Dean.  L  also  had  a  conversation  with  ^litcheU  about  Paul ' 
O'Brien  going  out  to  visit  with  Halderaan  in  California.  Mitchell  told 
me  that  he  wanted  O'Brien  to  go  out  and  visit  with  Haldeman  and  that 
he  had  worked  out  the  meeting.  I  felt  like  telling  Mitchell  that  I 
thought  that  when  I  learned  the  meeting  had  been  switched  from 
Haldeman  to  Ehrlichman,  that  O'Brien  was  being  set  up,  that  Ehrlich- 
man would  probe  him  on  everything  he  knew  about  5litcheU,  Dean, 
and  anyone  else  involved.  I  did  not  know  if  this  in  fact  occurred,  but 
knosving  that  Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman  were  very  busy  protecting 
their  flanks,  I  would  have  to  believe  that  it  did  occur.  I  have  never 
talked  with  O'Brien  about  ,what  did  occur  during  his  meeting  with 
Ehrlichman. 

Ehrlichman  also  asked  me  if  I  knew  when  I  would  be  called  before 
the  grand  jury.  I  told  him  I  did  not,  but  that  my  lawyers  were  dis- 
cussing the  matter  with  the  prosecutors.  I  did  not  tell  him  that  I  had 
already  met  with  the  prosecutoi-s  but  he  told  me  that  he  wanted  to 
know  when  I  was  going  to  be  called  because  he  wanted  to  talk  with 
me  before  I  appeared- 

I  believe  that  the  President  returned  from  California  on  Sunday, 
April  8.  I  was  scheduled  to  meet  with  the  prosecutoi-s  that  afternoon. 
My  attorneys  had  been  discussing  my  testimony  with  the  prosecutors 
and  they  had  worked  out  an  arrangement  whereby  I  could  give  the 
prosecutors  my  knowledge  directly  and  what  I  told  them  would  not 
later  be  used  against  me  if  they  should  prosecute  me.  I  felt  that  I 
should  tell  Haldeman  that  I  was  going  to  meet  with  the  prosecutors 
personally  so  I  called  him  in  California  on  the  morning  of  April  S 
before  they  departed  for  Washington.  I  made  the  call  from  ilr.  Shaf- 
fer's office  and  when  I  told  him  this  he  said  that  I  should  not  meet 
with  the  prosecutors  because,  as  he  said,  '"Once  the  toothpaste  is  out 
of  the  tube,  it's  going  to  I)e  very  hard  to  get  it  back  in."'  After  this 
comment,  I  did  not  tell  Haldeman  whether  I  would  or  would  not  meet 
with  them  and  in  fact  the  meeting  went  forward.  Daring  tlie  meeting 
and  while  the  President  was  flying  east,  I  received  a  call  from  Air 


•See  p.  1294. 
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Force  One  from  Hiarby,  wlio  asked  me  to  be  In  Wisdom's  (Ehrlich- 
man's  code  name)  ofHce  at  a  certain  time  for  a  meeting.  I  believe  the 
meeting  was  set  for  4  or  5  o'clock. 

I  departed  from  the  meeting  with  the  prosecutors  to  go  into  the 
"White  House.  I  went  to  Ehrlichman's  office.  There  I  found  Ehrlich- 
man  and  Haldeman  who  had  just  arrived  from  Andrews  Air  Force 
Base  and  we  chatted  for  a  brief  moment  about  their  trip.  I  raised  the 
fact  that  I  luid  read  in  the  paper  that  morning  that  Colson  had  taken 
a  lie  detector  test.  I  said  that  I  hope  everyone  is  willing  to  take  such 
a  lie  detector  test  because  it  will  probably  be  necessary  now  that  Colson 
has  taken  a  test.  They  asked  me  if  I  had  met  yet  with  the  prosecutors 
or  knew  when  I  would  be  called  before  the  grand  jury.  I  avoided  a 
direct  answer  to  the  question  by  saying  that  my  lawyers  were  still 
ha\'ing  discussions  with  the  prosecutors  about  my  appearance  before 
the  grand  jury.  I  was  then  asked  some  questions  about  testimonial 
areas  but  I  gave  them  evasive  answers.  Even  these  evasive  answers, 
which  raised  matters  which  related  to  them,  brought  forth  responses 
that  they  did  not  remember  it  quite  as  I  did. 

During  the  week  of  April  9  to  April  14, 1  had  several  conversations 
with  Ehrliohman  and  Haldeman  but  I  tried  to  avoid  them  as  much 
as  possible.  I  recall  some  discussions  however  regarding  getting 
Mitchell  to  step  forward.  The  theory  that  had  been  discussed  before 
they  went  to  California  was  becoming  the  policy — "If  ilitchell  takes 
the  rap  the  public  will  have  a  high  level  person  and  be  satisfied  and 
the  matter  will  finally  end."  I  felt  during  each  encounter  I  had  with 
them  that  I  was  very  much  a  problem  for  them  but  they  did  not  want" 
me  to  know  that  they  felt  so.  However,  after  having  been  involved 
with  them  for  months  on  end  in  this  matter,  it  was  very  easy  for  me 
to  reconrnize  a  changed  attitude,  and  on  occasion  they  were  almost 
patronizing  in  dealing  with  me. 

On  Monday,  April  9.  Mitchell  called  me  and  told  me  he  was  coming 
to  Washington  and  wanted  to  meet  with  me.  I  informe<:l  Ehrlichman 
and  Haldeman  of  Mitchell's  request  and  they  both  wanted  me  to  meet 
with  hirg.  I  also  discussed  this  with  counsel  and  there  was  some  discus- 
sion with  the  Government  about  the  meeting.  The  prosecutors  were 
interested  in  my  taping  the  conversation  but  I  told  them  I  tliought  it 
was  most  unfair  to  do,  to  .Mitchell,  and  that  I  would  not  go  in  and  set 
him  up. 

After  discussing  this  further  with  my  attorney,  and  rejecting  the 
suggestion  that  I  recoi-d  tlie  conversation,  I  agreed  to  meet  with 
Mitchell  but  I  had  been  instructed  by  counsel  to  prepare  a  memoran- 
dum of  the  meeting  as  soon  as  the  meeting  w.as  over.  I  acreed  to  do 
this  and  I  have  submitted  a  copy  of  that  memorandum  to  the 
committee. 

[The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  Xo.  ^4-45.*] 

Mr.  Dean".  The  sum  and  substance  of  the  meeting  was  that  if  and 
when  I  were  called  to  testify  I  would  testify  fully  and  honestly.  Mit- 
chell said  that  lie  understood  and  did  not  suggest  that  I  do  otherwise. 
He  did,  however,  believe  that  mv  testimony  would  be  very  harmfid  to 
the  President  and  said  that  he  felt  that  T  should  not  testify  if  at  all 
possible.  I  reported  my  meeting  with  ^Nfitcliell  to  Haldeman  and 
Ehrlichman  later. 


•See  p.  130S. 
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/   'THURSDAY.   APRIL  5,    1973 

8-10:30  Paul  O'Brien 

1 1 ;  jO pT^siaanfc 

3:00 P-resideat 

4:00  Judge  Matthew  Byrne 

y   FRIDAY.   APRIL  6,    1973 

10:30  Bebe  Rabozo 

11:00__ President 

11:30_ Herb  KalmbacE  (parking  lot  of  Bank  of  America:. 

San  Clemente) 
1:00  Ted  Ashley  (Warner  Brothers) 

l:15-lj45 President 

^•'*%:00  ^_ §:^^'ii^te^ch  with  Ashley 

7:00  Baseball  game  with  the  President  -Anaheim. 

/    SUNDAY.   APRIL  8.    1973 

'/— 

8:30  Helicopter  from  Palomar 

9:00  Depart  El  Toro 

4:30  Arrive  Andrews  2j00  -  President  (Air  Force  One) 

5-7 HRH,    John  Dean 


J      MONDAY.   APRIL  9,    1973 


10:30  Secretary  Shtiltz'  office  -Stein,   Ash,    Flanigan 

12:30  Lunch  with  K"^  -  at  Justice 

2-2:45,^ JEresident 

6:30  Blair  House  -  Senators  Ervin,    Baker 


/  TUESDAY,   APRIL  10,    1973 


8:30  Bipartisan  Leadership 

10:15  Len  Garment,    Ziegler 

11:15  Ziegler,    HRH 

12:45-2  P^resident 

2:20  Mr.    Luce  (Con  Ed),    Marshall  McDonald  (Florida  Po^-ve:! 

and  Light) 

3:00 HRH 

3:15  Joined  by  Daaa 

5 : v" 0  Len  Gamient 
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and  that  he  just  did  not  think  it  was  a  o^ood  idea  for  the  President's 
lawyer  to  be  goinji;  out  and  testifying;  m  other  words,  it  was  an  at- 
torney-client privilege  kind  of  position  that  he  was  contending  for.  It 
did  not  satisfy  me. 

Senator  Gurnet.  Mitchell  now  talking  about  Dean  should  not 
testify? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  That  is  correct.  This  thing  continued  to  be  a 
nagging  question,  and  so  we  called  John  Dean,  as  we  were  headed 
back,  I  talked  to  Haldeman  further  about  this.  Dean  was  not  talking 
to  me,  all  through  this  period  of  time,  I  had  not  had  phone  call  one 
from  him,  which  was  very  unusual  because  I  used  to  hear  from  him 
from  time  to  time  on  various  subjects,  including  Watergate,  but  I  was 
completely  not  on  his  telephone  list  and  Bob  Haldeman  was  hearing 

from  him  all  the  time.  So  we  talked  about  what  Bob  Haldeman 

Senator  Gtjrnet.  Did  he  know  that  you  were  performing  the  role 
for  the  President  ? 
Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  believe  so. 
Senator  Guritet.  All  right. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  believe  so.  I  did  not  tell  him  but  I  believe  he 
well  knew  it. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  just  before  we  departed  for  California  this 
question  arose  of  Mr.  Dean  being  fired  by  his  law  firm  for  unethical 
conduct  and  I  sent  for  his  personnel  package  in  order  to  check  it.  The 
personnel  package  arrived  in  Fred  Fielding's  arms  with  scotch  tape 
aroimd  it  a  number  of  times,  and  he  said,  "What  do  you  want  this 
for?"  And  I  said,  "Well,  there  is  a  story"— and  that  refreshed  my 
recollection,  I  did  have  one  phone  call  from  John  Dean  and  that  was 
on  that  subject.  He  did  call  me  at  San  Clemente  about  that  and  he  said, 
"I  imderstand  you  wanted  to  get  my  personnel  package,"  and  I  said 
"Yes,  there  is  this  story  about  your  having  been  accused  of  this  un- 
ethical conduct,"  and  he  then  told  me  the  long  story  which  he  re- 
<•  counted  to  this  committee,  that  he  eventually  was  able  to  get  the 
attorney  who  made  the  charges  to  retract  the  charges,  which  satisfied 
me,  but  I  think  through  Fielding  and  through  my  conversation  with 
Fielding  on  that  occasion,  Mr.  Dean  must  have  known  that  I  was  ac- 
tively in  this. 

Senator  GtiRNTrr.  I  see. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  In  any  event,  on  the  way  back  we  called  and 
asked  John  Dean  to  meet  us  in  my  office  when  we  returned  to  Wash- 
ington that  night,  and  he  did  so. 
Senator  Gurnet.  What  date  ? 
Mr.  Ehruchman.  Well,  April  8, 9. 
Senator  Gurnet.  April  8  between  5  and  7  p.m.? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Right ;  that  was  a  Saturday  or  Sunday — that  was 
a  Sunday  night,  and  we  had  a  2-hour  meeting.  Bob  Haldeman,  John 
Dean,  and  I,  to  try  and  understand  what  this  hangup  was  between 
Mitchell  and  Dean.  We  still  did  not  have  a  feel  for  it.  Then,  for  the 
first  time,  Mr.  Dean  talked  to  us  about  the  jfour  meetings  or  the  three 
meetings  back  in  January  and  February  and  explained  some  of  the 
nuances  of  the  coverup  story  with  regard  to  Mr.  Magruder  and  the 
meeting  which  he.  Dean,  Magruder,  and  Mitchell  had  had  in  Mr. 
Mitchell's  law  office  at  a  time  when  they  were  gathered  with  the 
attorneys  in  the  case  to  discuss  grand  jury  testimony  where  the  three 
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of  them  liad  letircd  to  Mr.  Mitchell's  partners'  oflice  away  from  the 
attornc}^  aiul  liad  disciissecl  how  to  rcconciU'  tlieir  respective  recol- 
lection of  the  events  of  the  early  1972  period.  So  that  was  the  first 
time  that  I  had  from  Mr.  Dean  directly  this  subject  matter. 

Senator  GuR>fEV.  Did  he  talk  to  you  at  that  time  about  his  orchestra- 
tion of  the  perjury  of  Magruder  ? 

Mr.  EuRLicmiAN.  He  did,  but  he  did  it  in  very  delicate  terms.  He 
did  not  in  any  way  admit  to  me  flatly  that  lie  had,  in  fact  orchestrated 
it  to  perjury.  He  indicated  th.at  he  had  had  a  part  in  the  preparation 
of  the  testimony,  that  there  were,  well,  I  have  forgotten  now,  it  was 
a  vei-y  careful  explanation  which  did  not  really  implicate  Mr.  Dean 
in  suborning  to  perjury  by  any  means,  but  he  indicated  that  he  was 
well  familiar  with  the  problems  between  Magruder  and  Mitchell, 
on  the  one  hand.  He  felt  that  Mr.  Mitchell  had  problems  which  were 
causing  >Ir.  Mitchell  to  say  that  Mr.  Dean  should  not  go  and  talk  to 
the  prosecutor  or  the  grand  jury  and  so  this  was  very  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed and  hashed  over  during  that  meeting. 

Senator  Gctrnet.  These  problems  between  Dean  and  Magruder, 
specifically,  did  they  involve  who  was  responsible  for  the  break-in,  in 
giving  the  green  light  to  it ;  is  that  what  you  mean  ? 
•  ■  Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  gathered  not.  I  think  they  involved  disputes 
in  their  recollection  as  to  what  took  place  at  these  Liddy  meetings, 
so-called,  back  in  the  early  part  of  1972. 

Senator  Gurney.  I  see. 

Did  he  go  in  at  that  meeting  to  any  detail  about  his  own  involve- 
ment from  June  on — Dean,  I  am  talking  about — coverup  ? 

Mr.  Ehruchman.  No;  not  in  evidentiary  terms  at  all.  We  talked 
about  the  President's  desire.  The  President  on  the  flight  back,  as  I 
recall,  yve  had  a  meeting  on  the  flight  back  of  about,  nearly  2  hours 
about  this  and  the  President  decided  he  wanted  Mr.  Dean  to  go  to 
the  grand  jury,  so  we  conveyed  that  to  Mr.  Dean  at  that  time. 

'Senator  Gxirnet.  What  was  his  reaction  to  that? 

Mr.  Ehrlichsian.  He  was  still  very  much  interested  in  the  question 
of  inmiunity.  He  had  some  information,  as  I  recall,  about  how  the 
prosecutore  felt  about  the  White  House,  and  so  he  imparted  that  to  us, 
that  he  did  not  feel  that  anybody  in  the  White  House  was  a  target  of 
the  pi-osecutors,  that  they  were  after  some  people  who  had  obstructed 
justice,  like  Mardian  and  LaRue  and  people  at  the  committee,  but  that 
he,  Dean,  felt  that  something  like  an  estoppel  or  functional  immunity 
or  something  could  be  worked  out  with  the  prosecutors  if  he  went  to 
testify  and  he  seemed  generally  in  agreement  with  the  idea  that  he  go 
and  testify. 

Senator  Gorney.  Was  there  any  discussion  at  that  meeting  about 
your  role  in  Watergate  or  Haldeman's  role  in  Watergate? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  That  did  not  come  imtil  this  meeting  of  April  13. 

•Senator  Gurxet.  Well,  could  we  go  into  that  one  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gurnet.  On  the  13th,  after  "2 :30  or  3  o'clock  in  the  afternoon 
I  had  a  convereation  with  Dean  which  wns  apparently  as  a  result  of 
further  contacts  which  he  had  had  with  the  })ix)secutor.  He  told  me 
that  Liddy  had  talked  with  the  prosecutors  off  the  record  very  com- 
pletely and  that  they  might  get  him  to  talk  on  the  record.  That  his 
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31.     On  April  8,  1973,  from  7:33  to  7:37  p.m.,  the  President  and 
John  Ehrlichman  spoke  by  telephone.   The  President  has  produced  an 
edited  transcript  of  that  conversation.  A  summary  has  been  prepared 
of  that  transcript. 
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21. 1     MEETINGS  AND  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND 
JOHN  EHRLICHMAN,   APRIL   8,    1973 

John  D.    EhrlLchman 

April  8.    1973  (Cont'd)  i 

PM  4:40  4:48  Andrews  IXfB  to  V/liite  House 

I  7:33  7:37  President  received  call  from  Mr.    Ehrlichman. 


President  met  with  Mr.   Ehrlichman 

(Mr.    Haldeman     2:05-2:45) 

(Mr.   Garment  2:40-3:00) 

President  placed  call  to  Mr.   Ehrlichman 

President  received  call  from  Mr.   Ehrlichman 


AprU  10,    1973 

AM  8:37  10:19  President  had  meeting  in  Cabinet  Room/ 

Bipartisan  Cong.    Leadership 

PM  12:48  2:00  President  met  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman 

5:59  6:09  President  placed  call  to  Mr.   Ehrlichman 


April  9, 

1973 

PM 

2:14 

2:45 

7:55 

8:07 

8:21 

8:23 

April  11,    1973 


10 15 3 G 


AM 

11:05 

11:50 

PM 

12:34 

1:20 

2:20 

2:59 

President  nnet  with  Mr.   Ehrlichman 

President  met  with  Mr.    Ehrlichman 

President  met  with  Mr.   Ehrlichman 
(Mr.    Haldeman    1:40-2:59) 
(Mr.    Ziegler    2:15-2:59) 

3:18  4:32  President  met  with  Mr.    Ehrlichman 

(Mr.    Haldeman  3:18-4:49) 
(Mr.    Ziegler  3:18-4:20) 

7:14  7:26  President  placed  long  distance  call  to 

Mr.    Ehrlichman 

7:38  7:43  President  placed  long  distance  call  to 

Mr.    Ehrlichman 

\l 
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31   2     HOUSE  JUDICIARY  COMMITTEE  STAFF  SUMMAEY  OF  WHITE 

HOUSE  EDITED  TRANSCRIPT  OF  APRIL  8.    1973  CONVERSATION 


Summary  of  White  House  Edited  Transcript, 
April  8.  1973,  From  7:33  to  7; 37  p.m. 


Ehrlichman  reported  to  the  President  that  Dean  would  appear 
before  the  grand  jury  and  his  testimony  would  harm  Magruder,  but  not 
Mitchell.   The  President  said  that  Mitchell  should  decide  whether  to 
tell  Dean  to  say  nothing  or  lie.   The  President  said,  "Well,  John  is 
not  going  to  lie."  The  President  expressed  his  opinion  that  if  Dean 
incriminated  Magruder,  Mitchell  should  be  concerned  that  Magruder  would 
incriminate  Mitchell  and  not  Haldeman.   The  President  also  said  the 
grand  jury  would  be  concerned  with  who  gave  final  approval.   The  President 
concluded  by  telling  Ehrlichman  that  Magruder  had  better  plead  the  5th 
Amendment  and  we  don't  want  Mitchell  popping  off. 
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32.     On  April  11,  1973  Attorney  General  Klelndienst  had  a  conversation 
with  Assistant  Attorney  General  Petersen.  Kleindlenst  told  Petersen 
that  Ehrlichman  had  just  called  to  tell  Klelndienst  that  he  did  not  feel 
that  any  White  House  aides  should  be  granted  inununity. 

Page 
32.1  Henry  Petersen  testimony,  9  SSC  3629 5A8 
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effect  has  admitted  it.  Should  I  request  his  resignation?"  And  I  said, 
"My  goodnesa,  no.  Now,  here  is  the  first  man  who  has  come  in  to  co- 
operate with  us  and  certainly  wc  don't  want  to  give  the  impression 
that  he  is  being  subjected  to  reprisal  because  of  his  cooperation.  So 
please  doni  ask  for  his  resignation  at  this  point."  And  the  President 
agreed  to  hold  off  until  I — until  he  heard  from  me  further  on  that 
issue.  That  carried  on  until  about  the  26th  or  27th  of  October  and  in 
a  statement  on  the  telephone  I  reached  the  conclusion  after  discussions 
with  Silbert  that  we  had  reached  an  impasse  in  our  negotiations  with 
Mr.  Dean. 

Mr.  Dash.  You  don't  mean  October.  You  mean  April. 

Mr.  Petersen.  Right,  Mr.  Dash.  April,  excuse  me. 

We  had  readied  an  impasse  in  our  discussions  with  Mr.  Dean  and 
that  I  could  no  longer  justify  the  President's  not  asking  for  his 
resignation,  and- 


I         th 


I           COI 
I U 


Mr.  Dash.  Prior  to  that  time,  do  you  recall  having  a  discussion  with 
the  President  concerning  immunity  that  might  be  afforded  witnesses? 

Mr.  Petersen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  D.\sii.  Could  you  tell  us  briefly  about  that  ? 

Mr.  Petersen.  Well,  I  think  tliat  started — that  started  the  preceding 
Wednesday.  Mr.  Ehrlichman  had  called  Mr.  Kleindienst  and  Kleiu- 
dienst  called  me  up  there  and  said  he  just  Iiad  a  call  from  John  Ehr- 
lichman and  Ehrlichman  wants  to  say  lie  didn't  think  any  ■\ATiite 
?Iouse  aides  ought  to  be  immunized  and  it  didn't  make  much  of  an 
impression  on  me  and  I  just  made  a  witticism  and  said,  "Well,  tell 
Ehrlichman  he  can't  count  on  it."  and  T  didn't  tliink  anything  moi-e 
about  it.  Of  coni-se.  when  I  learned  at  the  end  of  the  week 

Mr.  Dasti.  And  at  this  time  Mr.  Dean  was  in  these  convei-sations,  in 
cooperation  witli  the  prosecutor. 

Mr.  Petersen.  Tliat  is  right.  At  tlu'  end  of  the  week  when  T  learned 

,ean  was  coo[)erating  it  made  more  sense.  The  President  took  it  up. 

The  Piesident — we  went  on  with  tliis  for  about  -2  or  '^  days.  We  had  a 
difference  in  viewpoints,  of  coui-si>.  The  Piesidenfs  concern — I  hope 
I  accurately  reflect  liim  l)ut  it  seemed  to  ir.e  the  President's  concern 
was  tliat  from  a  ))ul)lic  relations  point  of  view,  certainly  he  wanted  to 
leave  the  impression  that  he  as  President  was  not  causing  pei-sons  wlio 
were  in  the  uppei-  echelons  of  his  administration  to  be  imnumized  and 
freed  from  liability.  He  wanted  to  make  certain  that  in  that  respect  no 
one  got  the  impression  that  they  were  getting  favored  treatment. 

Well,  j-ou  know,  I  undei-stood  that  to  be  a  consideration  but  I  also 
understood  that  if  it  were  in  the  interests  of  liie  prosecution,  tluit  it 
might  be  necessary  to  immunize  some  higii  echelon  jieison. 

ifr.  DAsit.  Did  vou  explain  tliat  to  the  President  i 

Mi-.  Peterse.v.  I  did  indeed. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  did  you  get  an  undei-standing  of  who  would  make 
the  ultimate  decision  on  immunity? 

^^r.  PF.TK.itsEN'.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mi-.  l^ASM.  \m]  who  would  be  given  that  ultimate  decision? 

Mr.  Petersen.  Me. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now.  did  that  point  in  time 

Mr.  Pr.iEii.sEN.  -Vt  that  point  in  time. 
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33.     On  or  about  April  12,  1973  Ehrlichman  met  with  Haldeman's 
assistant  Gordon  Strachan.  Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  Strachan  said 
that  he  had  Just  returned  from  the  grand  jury  and  that  upon  leaving  the 
grand  jury  room  he  had  realized  that  the  testimony  he  had  given  was 
mistaken  with  respect  to  the  amount  of  money  he  had  delivered  to  Fred 
LaRue.  Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  he  advised  Strachan  to  get  an 
attorney  and,  subject  to  the  attorney's  advice,  to  tell  the  prosecutor 
that  he  had  made  a  mistake  in  his  testimony. 
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9:00  Ga.-rp.i-nt 

9:15  Dick  Moore'j  uffica  -  Garmir.t,    Jim  O' C'Jr.r.or 

1 1 :00-_l^'  -AS  PresLcs-i; 

12:30^:30  PreliLdant 

1:315  Ro;^er  3arth,    i-ea  HankaL  (tar^  sirr.piificatian.  slLda  shov/) 

2:10  Roger  Birth. 

2:15-4:00    -  prSsidant 

5:30  Blair  Kouss  (Senatord  Ervin  and  Baker) 

7:00  Buffet  at  Italian.  Embassy  -  loOl  Fulisr  -  Black  tia 

9:00  Film  at  Kennedy  Csntsr  -  Brother  Sun,    Sister  Moop 


y    THURSD.H.r.   APRIL  12,    1973 

9:15  ■  S_ze3Ldent 

10:30  Ziegler 

11:00  .    HRH  office 


11:45  HRH 

\:i5  HKh,   Strachan 

"S:30  P-estdeni: 


3:30  Alan  Greenspan 

5:00  Garinent's  office 

5:30  State  Dining  Room  -  Congressinal  reception 

6:15  •Zies'ler's  office  -  Dick  Moors  et  al 


/    FRIDAYy.  APRIL  13,    1973 

9:10 President 

11:30 Charles  Colson 

1:00 President 

JZj^ Dean 

3:00  Ziegler 

3:10  President 

5;00  Colson,    David  Shapiro 

7:30  Dinner  at  La  Fonda 

8:30  "Godsoali"  -  :>,[otion  Picture  Ass: 
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SATURDAY.    APRIL  14,    L9~3 
3^45-11:30     President 
i  1 : 5 0  HRH  oTfioi 

iTTCi  i-iR.b"j Q  ^^^■'- 

lT5       7 HR.H  p\it 

1:26  _. _Dje'^rA-^'.' '•'■-- - 

T-30  Zi^r^ir 

'2\'}h-^:-<        PrOoj.d.!r:.    iL:"-; 
4:00  Job  \li.;r;:.,:  ■;-,    Ji 

""}~/f')'  Praila-inc 
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Senator  Mon'toya.  Well,  what  particular  assipnnnent  did  he  have 
during  the  compaign  ?  I  understood  that  he  was  going  from  Mr.  Halde- 
man's  office  to  the  CRP  and  back  and  forth.  Did  you  know  of  this 
assignment? 

Mr.  Ehrlichjcax.  Xo,  sir. 

Senator  Montota.  Have  you  since  found  out  about  this  assignment? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  In  the  course  of  these  hearings  I  have  learned  a 
great  deal  more  than  I  ever  learned  when  I  was  in  the  White  House. 

Senator  Moxtoya.  You  mean  you  did  not  find  out  while  you  were  at 
the  ^Vhite  House  about  Mr.  Strachan's  assignment  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  knew  almost  nothing  about  the  scope  of  Mr. 
Strachan's  assignment  while  he  was  in  the  Wliite  House  until  late,  you 
know,  in  the  March-April  period,  when  I  got  into  it  and  I  began  in- 
terviewing people  and  he  was  one  of  the  people  I  interviewed.  " 

Senator  Moxtota.  What  did  you  find  out  about  him? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  At  that  time  ? 

Senator  MoNTOTA.  Yes. 

Mr.  Ehrlichsiajt.  That  he  was  the  liaison  man  between  Mr.  Halde- 
man  and  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  both 
ends  of  his  liaison  informed  of  the  acts  and  desires  of  the  other. 

Senator  Montota.  Did  you  know  him  ? 
jMr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Montota.  Did  you  know  him  to  be  a  very  reliable  toiuk' 
man?  -        o 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Well,  I  did  not  know  him  well  enough  to  form  an 
opinion  as  to  his  reliability. 

Senator  AfoNTOTA.  If  he  conveyed  anything  to  the  CRP  or  brou<Tht 
anything  to  Mr.  Haldeman  from  the  CRP,  would  you  say  that  he  was 
carrying  out  his  assignment  properly? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  could  not  speculate  as  to  that,  sir. 

Senator  Montota.  Why  can't  you  ? 

ilr.  Ehrlichman.  Well,  I  just  do  not  have  that  kind  of  knowledge. 
Aow,  so  far  as  reliability  is  concerned,  something  occurs  to  me  that 
perhaps  you  ought  to  know.  My  first  interview  with  Mr.  Strachan  was 
on  the  occasion  of  his  having  just  returned  from  the  grand  jury,  and 
he  came  in  rather  shaken  and  told  me  that  he  did  not  know  what  to  do, 
and  he  was  looking  for  somebody  to  give  him  some  advice.  He  said  that 
he  had  just  come  back  from  testifying  to  the  grand  jury  that  he  had 
delivered  $350,000  to  Mr.  LaRue,  and  he  said : 

As  soon  as  I  left  there  I  knew  that  was  wrong.  I  had  not  delivered  $350,000  to     ■ 
Mr.  LaRae,  I  had  delivered  some  lesser  sum  because  I  remember  that  they  took 
some  money  out  or  I  took  some  money  out. 

I  have  forgotten  how  he  put  it,  but  some  money  had  been  taken  out 
for  advertising.  '"What  should  I  do?"'  And  I  said,  ''WeU,  do  you  have 
an  attorney,"  and  he  said,  "No,  I  do  not,"  and  I  said : 

That  is  the  first  thing  I  think  you  ought  to  do,  is  get  some  advice  The  second 
thing,  It  set?ms  to  me,  that  you  ought  to  do.  subject  to  your  attorney's  advice  is 
to  go  and  tell  the  prosecutor  you  think  you  have  madea  mistake  in  your  testimony. 

But  that  is  probably  the  only  i-eal  gage  I  have  of  Mr.  Strachan's 
;stimonial  reliability. 

Senator  Montota."  Then,  what  did  you  find  out  about— what  con- 
clusion did  you  reach  with  respect  to  Mr.  Strachan  as  a  result  of  the 
interviews  that  vou  had  ? 
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